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PROTECTORS'  OF  SLAVES  REPORTS.— VI.  Maubitius. 
1.  Manumissions ;  2.  Marriage  and  Religious  Instruction ;    3.   Complaints  oj' 
Slaves  against  Masters :  4.  Complaints  of  Masters  against  Slaves  ;  5.  Prosecutions 
of  Masters ;  6.  Prosecutions  of  Slaves ;  7.    General  Treatment;  Conclusion. 


We  now  come  to  the  last  but  not  the  least  horrific  of  these  reports. 
It  occupies  330  pages,  and  embraces  a  period  of  fifteen  months, 
namely,  from  the  20th  of  March  1829,  to  the  24th  of  June  1830. 
The  manumissions  embrace  nine  months  more. 

1.  Manumissions. 

The  manumissions  which  have  been  effected  between  the  20th  of 
June  1828,  and  the  24th  of  June  1830,  a  period  of  two  years,  amount 
to  1011.  We  are  sorry  to  perceive  in  one  case  (p.  312)  that  a  sum 
of  400  dollars  was  paid  to  the  government  for  the  manumission  of  a 
female  slave ;  and,  in  another  case  that  a  man  named  Martineau 
purchased,  also  of  the  government,  his  wife  Agnis,  and  two  children, 
and  paid  her  price  by  a  slave  given  in  exchange,  (p.  321).  It  is  some 
compensation  for  such  proceedings,  that  twenty  of  the  government 
slaves  were  gratuitously  manumitted,  and  we  trust,  that  ere  this  time, 
all  of  them  have  been  made  free. 

"  Part  of  these  enfranchisements,"  observes  the  Protector,  (p.  169) 
"  have  been  applied  for  by  individuals  v\ho  have  lived  for  many  years 
in  a  state  of  freedom  under  the  sanction  of  either  a  deed  of  gift,' or 
the  last  will  of  their  owner,  or  the  purchase  of  their  own  freedom  ; 
but,  such  purchases  being  then  illegal,  the  slave  was  compelled  to 
content  himself  with  permission  to  labour,  until  he  possessed  sufficient 
means  to  defray  the  expense  of  the  heavy  tax  then  payable  on  enfran- 
chisement." 

The  Protector  further  states,  that,  "  in  many  of  the  cases  where  he  has 
been  called  to  interfere,  instances  of  the  most  culpable  neglect,  on  the 
part  of  executors  and  procurators,  have  come  to  his  knowledge,  where- 
by slaves  have  been  deprived  of  their  liberty  for  years  after  the  death 
of  their  benefactor,  and  in  some  cases  have  remained  in  slavery  for 
life,  leaving  a  hapless  progeny  m  the  same  .state  of  bondage,  at  an  age 
too  young  to  be  sensible  of,  and  without  friends  to  assert,  their  title 
to  the  boon  bestowed  on  their  parents;  and  this  has  gone  on  until 
even  a  third  generation  has  borne  the  yoke  entailed  upon  it  by  fraud 
and  injustice."  (p.  6.) 

The  Protector  also  remonstrates  strongly  and  justly  against  the 
iniquity  of  requiring  bonds  from  masters  for  the  maintenance  of  young 
.■slaves  whom  tliev  mav  be  dis]ioscd  to  maiunnit,  and    he   instancei  a 
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(35*    where   the    master  was  willias^   to    manumit   a   mother   aii<l    her 
children,  but  was  prevented  by  the  requisition  of  such  a  l)()iui. 

Some  cases  of  grievous  oppression,  not  only  on  the  part  of  indivi- 
(hials,  but  of  courts  of  justice  and  officers  of  justice,  so  called,  will 
appear  in  a  subsequent  part  of  this  abstract,  if  we  can  find  room  for 
ihem. 

2.   Marriuge  and  Religious  Instruction. 

Nothing;  can  be  more  melancholy  than  the  information  conveyed  by 
the  Protector  on  this  subject.  Two  marriages  only  have  taken  place, 
and  the  almost  total  absence  of  reliirious  and  moral  instruction,  he 
observes,  forbids  the  hope  of  their  emerging  from  their  state  of  barba- 
rous ignorance  and  moral  debasement.  He  makes  no  excepti<;n  from 
this  gloomy  description,  except  with  respect  to  the  government  slaves, 
and  the  estates  of  Captain  Dick  and  Mr.  Telfair.  The  government 
slaves,  in  number  about  1300,  and  Captain  Dick's,  about  GO,  are  only 
orally  instructed  bv  the  Rev.  Mr.  Jones,  (of  whom  more  hereafter,)  and 
of  this  oral  instruction  the  Rev.  A.  Denny  well  observes,  (p.  21 1,)  that 
its  results  are,  and  he  fears  must  be,  unsatisfactory,  because  "when- 
ever the  individual  is  removed  from  the  continual  mechanism  of  this 
oral  teachintr,  his  impressions  cannot  be  kept  alive  by  recurring  to  tlie 
written  word  of  God,  or  to  the  liturgy.  This  kind  of  knowledtce  can 
only  be  retained  bv  the  drilling:  of  the  catechist,  and  will  infallibly  be 
lost  when  circumstances  prevent  his  constant  attendance  in  the  house 
of  God."  On  Mr.  Telfair's  estate  alone  are  the  slaves  taught  to  read 
and  write.  Two  hours  are  given  to  the  elementary  instruction  of  about 
eiirhty  children,  so  as  to  enable  them  to  read  the  Bible  and  write.  Mr. 
Telfair  is  the  only  person  in  the  Colony  who  permits  elementary  in- 
struction to  be  given  to  his  slaves,  (p.  .05.)  With  these  exceptions, 
savs  Mr.  Denny,  there  are  here  about  70.000  slaves  in  a  state  of  entire 
"  heathen  Ignorance  in  every  thing  that  relates  to  God  and  goodness." 
One  letter  addressed  to  the  Protector  by  a  gentleman,  a  planter 
apparently,  to  whom  he  applied  for  information,  contains  the  following- 
frank  admis-ion.  "  Je  dois  a  la  verite  de  vous  dire  que  n^n  seulenient 
I'instruction  reli'jieuse  n'y  a  fait  aucun  progres  mais  que  meme  on  ne 
s'enoccupe  pas  le  muindremevt."  (p.  213.) 

3.    Complaints  of  Slaves  against  Masters,  ^c. 

This  head  occupies  a  very  large  portion,  indeed,  about  one-half  of 
tins  bulky  voliiinc.  there  being  no  fewer  than  220  cases,  occurring  in 
the  courst  of  fifteen  months,  which  are  there  detailed.  It  would  be 
obviously  altoireiher  impossible  to  give  any  thing  more  than  a  cursory 
glance  at  a  part  of  these  cases,  some  of  them  exceeding  in  enormity 
almost  any  thing  which  even  the  annals  of  slavery,  fruitful  as  it  has 
been  in  crime,  have  presented  to  us,  excepting  in  the  case  of  Mauri- 
tius itself. 

1.  (March  20.  1829.)— Jeanne  belonging  to  Madame  Dupre,  com- 
plained of  severe  and  cruel  treatment.  She  had  charge  of  the  poultry, 
and  yet  had  to  work  in  the  field,  but  when  the  poultry  were  missing, 
siie  was  required  to  pay  for  theno,  and  having  no  money,  she  was  beat 
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with  a  stick  and  a  shoe,  and  her  pig  taken  from  her  for  payment :  that 
she  was  also  compelled  to  work  on  Sunday.  On  the  evidence,  it  ap- 
pears, of  Madame  Dupre  alone,  the  complaint  was  pronounced  to  be, 
beyond  doubt,  altogether  groundless,  and  Jeanne  was  sentenced  by  the 
Protector,  to  a  week's  solitary  confinement  and  hard  labour.  (No.  1, 
p.  15.) 

2.  JoAKi,  (March  31,  1829,  No.  2,  p.  15,)  belonging  to  M.  Che- 
neau,  complained  of  being  beaten  with  25  lashes  on  his  breech,  because 
he  quitted  bis  work  in  a  heavy  shower ;  that  he  received  two  other 
floggings  for  causes  equally  frivolous;  and  that  he  had  been  worked 
on  Sunday  till  noon.     On  the  denial  of  M.  Cheneau  of  the  charge  of 
flogging,  and  on  the  testimony  of  an  assistant  protector  to  the  general 
humanity  of  that  gentleman,  and  on  the  ground  of  a  medical  certificate, 
the   Protector  not  only  dismissed    the   complaint,  but  sentenced  the 
complainant  to  receive  25  stripes  in  the  presence  of  all  the  other  slaves 
of  the  plantation.    (Ibid.)     Lord  Goderich  observes  on  this  proceeding, 
'*  Not  even  a  denial  is  given  of  the  allege<l  employment  on  Sunday,  of 
which  no  notice  is  taken  by  the  Protector."     Besides,  "  there  is  nothing 
like  admissible  evidence  for  the  defence,  except  the  medical  certificate; 
and  I  am  not  aware  that  the  absence  of  marks  of  punishment  on  the 
person  of  a  black  is  a  proof  that  none  had  been  inflicted."    At  all  events, 
he  thinks  that  the  Protector  was  not  justified  in  awarding  this  punish- 
ment ;  and  desires  Sir  C.  Colville  to  convey  to  him  a  caution  not  to 
rely  impicilly  on  the  assurances  he  may  receive  from  assistant  Protec- 
tors, who  are  generally  planters  and   the   neighbours   of  those  com- 
plained against,  and  to  be  equally  wary  as  to  the  certificates  of  medical 
men,  whose  prosperity  depends  on  their  emplovment  by  the  planters."' 
(p.  90.)         V 

3.  Henuy,  aged  ten  years,  (No.  4,  p.  16,)  complained  ai;ainst  his 
mistress  Mane  Sarde,  of  his  being  ill-treated,  and  ill-fed,  and  made  to 
work  on  Sundays.  Marie  Snrde's  defence  consisted  in  her  own  decla- 
ration and  that  of  her  manager,  that  her  slaves  were  kindly  treated  and 
abundantly  fed ;  and  that  the  boy  was  a  bad  boy,  full  of  malice,  and  a 
thief.  On  this  declaration  the  boy's  complaint  was  pronounced  false  in 
every  point,  and  for  this  and  for  bad  behaviour,  he  was  punished  with 
twelve  stripes,  and  warned  to  behave  well  in  future  to  his  kind  and 
considerate  mistress.  The  Protector  says  the  boy  looked  fat,  and  this 
circumstance  he  viewed  as  presumptive  evidence  against  him.  What 
can  more  shew  the  degraded,  nay,  brutal  condition  of  the  slaves  than 
such  a  remark,  from  a  man  who  appears,  in  other  cases,  not  destitute  of 
huniatiity  ?     (p.  16.) 

On  this  case  Lord  Goderich  remarks, — "  But  for  the  frequenc'y  with 
which  the  cases  occur,  where  the  decisions  appear  to  rest  on  the  mere 
declarations  of  the  defendants  and  those  under  their  control,  (decisions 
too,  not  only  for  the  ac<|iiiltal  of  the  defendants,  but  for  the  punishment 
of  lliu  coniplainanlb,)  1  should  have  thought  it  superfluous  to  remark, 
that  the  unooiroboralt-d  declarations  of  the  parties  concerned,  can  sub- 
siaiitiate  nothing.  It  is  absolutely  necessary  that  attention  should  be 
paid  to  the  ordinary  rules  of  evidence,  and  to  the  principles  which  are  in 
«on»inon   use,  wherevtr  justice   is  adrainisttn  d.      k    is  also   nt.<ess<-.ry 
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lliat  the  Proicctors  and  assistant  Protectors  should  confine  tliemselvo>; 
to  their  proper  functions,  and  not  take  the  opportunity  of  a  complaint 
to  \ntiicl  punishment  for  misbehaviour  all-:;^ed  to  have  occurred  ante- 
cedent! v. "     (p.  91.) 

4.  On  the  :3rd  of  April,  1829,  (No.  11,  p.  10,)  a  slave  girl,  aged 
about  five  years,  named  Rosalie,  belonging  to  Mr.  Collier  of  Port 
[.ouis,  was  brought  to  the  Protector's  otfice,  her  hands  tied  behind  her, 
and  her  mouth  gagged  with  a  piece  of  cotton  siutf,  and  a  small  cord. 
Mr.  Collier  admitted  he  had  so  treated  the  child  for  having  told  a 
falsehood,  a  pvmishment  always  adopted  by  himself  and  family  towards 
young  slaves  detected  in  similar  oftences,  and  said  he  saw  nothing 
severe  in  such  punishment.  The  Protector  admonished  Mr.  Collier 
not  to  repeat  the  offence,  and  dismissed  the  complaint,     (p.  20.) 

5.  April  10,  1829.  Mel.vnie,  aged  35  years,  belonging  to 
Mademoiselle  Descia,  stated  that  her  mistress  obliges  her  to  leave 
liome  to  seek  for  work,  and  to  bring  her  four  francs  every  day,  whether 
she  have  been  trnploved  or  not ;  and  to  satisfv  this  demand,  which  slie 
is  always  beaten  for  not  fidfilling,  she  is  forced  to  sell  her  clothes,  so 
that  she  is  almo.^^t  without  any.  Miss  Descia  said  it  was  all  false,  and 
the  Protector  believing,  therefore,  the  complaint  to  be  groundless, 
directed  Melanie  to  be  punished  by  ten  d;ws  of  solitary  confinement, 
and  at  the  same  time  recommended  it  to  Miss  Descia  not  to  impose  the 
necessity  upon  her  slave  of  bringing  her  four  francs  a  day,  as  it  might 
induce  her  to  obtain  it  by  theft,  or  other  improper  means — though 
doubtless  it  was  by  those  improper  means  chiefly  that  Melanie  could 
hope  to  meet  the  exactions  of  her  mistress,  (p.  21.)  "This,'*  says 
Lord  Goderich,  "  is  one  of  those  cases,  in  which  none  but  ex  parte  evi- 
dence is  given,  but  which  results,  nevertheless,  in  the  punishment  of 
the  complainant" — a  severe  punishment  too  ! 

5,  AciLAE,  (No.  18,  p.  23,)  a  female  aged  22,  belonging  to  the  same 
lady.  Mad.  Descia,  complained,  on  the  12th  of  April,  1S29,  of  hav- 
ing been  severely  flogged  by  her  mistress,  though  in  the  fourth  month 
of  her  pregnancy;  of  being  compelled,  on  pain  of  punishment,  to  earn 
four  francs  a  day  for  her  mistress  ;  of  being  obliged  to  work  on  Sunday ; 
and  of  not  having  sufficient  time  allowed  for  repose.  To  these  com- 
plaints Mademoiselle  replied,  not  by  any  evidence  in  disproof  of  their 
truth,  but  by  various  counter-charges  of  theft,  swindling,  marooning, 
&c.,  not  one  of  which  was  she  able  to  prove  ;  and  yet  the  Protector 
did  not  deem  it  necessary  to  send  the  case  to  the  Procureur  General 
for  prosecution.  "  I  must  observe,"  says  Lord  Goderich,  "  that  in  this 
case,  the  Protector  seems  to  have  ill  understood  the  nature  of  his  func- 
tions. He  had  not  to  inquire  whether  the  slave  had  committed  theft, 
or  any  other  offence  imputed  to  her.  If  opportunity  was  to  be  given  to 
the  mistress  to  prove  this,  then  justice  would  have  demanded  an  in- 
quiry whether  her  mistress  did  really  compel  her  to  go  forth  in  search 
of  employment,  and  bring  back  four  francs  a  day,  whether  she  might  find 
employment,  or  not.  If  that  were  so,  theft,  on  the  part  of  the  slave, 
might  be  considered  as  compulsory,  and  the  guilt  of  it  to  belong  to  the 
mistress." — Probably,  however,  it  was  prostitution,  and  not  theft,  oh 
which  the  mistress  relied   for   the  four   francs  a  dav.     "  But  in  truth," 
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adds  bis  Lordship,  "  these  were  not  questions  properly  before  the  Pro- 
tector. If  the  slave  were  guilty,  there  was  a  tribunal  before  wliich  to 
bring  her.  The  protector  had  only  to  ascertain  simply  whether  the 
mistress  had  broken  the  law.  Whenever  it  is  ascertained,  or  even 
when  there  is  a  presumption  that  the  law  has  been  broken,  it  is  no  part 
of  the  Protector's  intended  functions,  that  he  should  exercise  a  discre- 
tion to  dispense  with  the  prosecution  ;  nor  am  I  able  to  discover  the 
reasons  by  which  he  was  guided  in  the  discretion  which  he  exercised  in 
this  particular  case,"    (Ibid,  p.  92.) 

7.  Eight  Slaves  of  Sieur  Delois  complained  to  the  assistant  Pro- 
tector, (April   13,  1829,  No.  19,  p.  24,)  of  insufficiency  of  food,  and 
being  compelled  to  work  on  Sundays.     The  assistant  Protector  reported 
that  Delois  had  denied  the  charge  as  to  food,  and  had  supported  the 
denial  by  proof.     He  denied  also  the  charge  as  to  Sunday  labour.     The 
Protector,   in   considering  this  report  as  proving  the  complaint  to  be 
false  and  malignant,  ordered  his  assistant  to  punish  the  eight  slaves 
with  thirty  lashes  each,  in  the  presence  of  the  whole  gang.     Lord  Gode- 
rich  observes,  that  the  charge  of  Sunday  labour  is  denied  but  not  dis- 
proved ;  and  that  he  can  discover  no  proof  of  the  malice  ascribed  by 
the  Protector  to  the  complainants.     "I   am   therefore   surprised,"  he 
says,  "  to  find  that  they  were  sentenced  each  to  receive  thirty  stripes." 
"  Upon  the  evidence  before  me,  I  see  no  sufficient  ground  for  sanction- 
ing punishments  thus  severe  ;  and  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  approve  of 
the  Protector's  having  pronounced  such  a  sentence,  without  any  inquiry 
of  his  own,  by  which  he  sliould  have  obtained  a  personal   knowledge 
that  every  opportunity  and  assistance  had   been   afforded  to  the  com- 
plainants to  brin^:  forward  evidence  on  their  side  and  substantiate  their 
complaint."     (^jid.  p.  92.) 

8.  Nanttte,  a  girl  about  twelve  years,  (No.  20,  p.  24,)  slave  of 
Sieur  Ganien,  complained  that  her  mistress  was  continually  beating  her. 
She  had  to  clean  the  room,  bathe  the  infant  and  walk  with  it,  work  at 
the  needle,  and  bring  water  ;  her  food  too  being  insufficient.  Last 
Saturday  she  was  severely  flogged.  This  charge  was  denied,  and  heavy 
counter-ch;u"ges  preferred  against  the  girl,  but  the  surgeon  testified 
that  he  found  marks  of  severe  punishment  on  her  breech,  arms,  and 
shoulders,  and  the  Protector  himself  saw,  in  her  reduced  and  emaciated 
state,  a  sufficient  proof  of  her  being  insufficiently  fed.  The  case  was 
therefore  denounced  to  the  Procureur  General.  The  master  suflTered 
judgment  to  go  by  default,  and  was  fined  in  the  lowest  penalty  of  20?. 

9.  CupiDON,  aged  55,  complained  (April  15,  No.  21,  p.  25,)  that 
his  master  M.  J.  J.  Amelin,  had  severely  flogged  him  with  fifty  stripes, 
for  not  doing  his  work,  though  too  unwell  to  work;  that  he  now  labours 
under  fever;  that  he  is  made  to  work  on  Sundays  as  on  other  days, 
from  four  in  the  morning  till  seven  in  the  evening,  and  has  not  sufficient 
food,  or  sufficient  time  for  his  meals.  The  medical  gentleman  testified 
th.it  he  bears  marks  of  severe  punislmient,  and  labours  under  extreme 
and  general  debility ;  his  weakness  being  so  great,  says  the  Protector, 
as  to  prevent  his  standing  up.  He  was  sent  to  the  hospital,  and  in  the 
nv.a-.i  time  his  master  was  apphed  to,  to  answer  the  complaint.  His 
rtf  \v.  while  he  admits  to  have  inflicted  a  flogging,  is  a  declaration,  un- 
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jupported  l)y  any  prooJ',  but  accompanied  as  is  usual  with  heavy  couiUli- 
chaf"**,  that  the  i.liarge  was  false,  and  deniandinj;  that  Cujjidon  should 
be  punished  for  his  false  complaint.  In  a  few  days,  however,  the  slave 
died  in  the  hospital ;  the  surgeon  reporting;  of  him  that  he  died  from  "  a 
depraved  habit  of  body,  paralysis  and  other  constitutional  causes,  and 
not  from  any  punishment  inflicted  on  his  person."  The  Protector  in- 
formed the  master  of  this  event,  and  thus,  he  adds,  "  terminaied  the  in- 
vestigation of  the  matter." — "  It  is  incumbent  upon  me,"  observes  Lord 
Goderich  on  this  case,  "  to  express  the  surprise  and  displeasure  which  1 
have  felt,  that  a  case  which,  as  it  appears  upon  this  record,  inevitably 
gave  rise  to  the  suspicion  that  inhuman  cruelty  had  been  perpetrated, 
should  have  been  pursued  no  further,  although  there  was  no  apparent 
grounds  for  leaving  the  claims  of  public  justice  unsatisfied.  Tlie  slave 
had  named  the  witnesses  of  the  punishment  he  alleged  hin.self  to  have 
received,  and  the  master  had  admitted  the  infliction  of  a  punishment  ex- 
reeding  that  allowed  by  law  ;  moreover,  the  w  hole  of  the  circumstances 
at!brding  as  they  did,  a  strong  presumption  of  abuses  in  the  liabitation 
of  the  slave  owner,  demanded  immediate  and  searching  inquiry. "  (Ibid. 
p.  93.) 

10.  Elizabeth,  aged  30,  slave  of  Mademoiselle  Lachelle,  (April 
22,  1829,  No.  25,  p.  29,)  was  ordered  by  her  mistress  to  rise  very  early 
on  last  Sunday  morning  to  iron  linen,  which  was  interrupted  by  her 
being  sent  to  accompany  another  young  lady  to  church.  On  her  return, 
she  resumed  her  ironing,  at  which  she  was  kept  till  six  in  the  evening 
without  anv  nourishment.  On  her  remonstrating  against  this  severity, 
her  mistress  flew  at  her,  caught  her  by  the  hair,  pushed  her  against  the 
planks  of  the  room,  struck  her  with  her  fist,  and  kicked  her  about  the 
body,  and  then  told  her  to  go  and  complain  if  she  chose.  The  mistress 
was  called,  and,  bv  her  mere  denial,  (there  being  no  external  marks  of 
the  blows  and  kicks,)  satisfied  the  Protector  that  the  whole  statement  was 
false.  "  He  therefore,  severely  reprimanded  the  uegress,  and  returning 
her  to  her  mistress,  dismissed  the  complaint."  This  is  Mauritius 
justice ! 

11.  Denis,  aged  19,  complained,  (No.  26,  p.  29,)  that  his  master 
M.  Bourgault  Ducondraij,  caused  the  driver  to  flog  hiip  with  a  switch 
on  the  breech,  in  the  field,  because  be  was  lazv  and  did  not  work.  This 
was  evidently  against  the  Ordinance  forbidding  coercion  bv  flogging  in 
the  field.  And  yet,  the  Protector,  convinced,  by  Mr.  Bourgaull's  state- 
ment, of  the  false  and  Irivolous  nature  of  the  complaint,  directed  Denis 
to  be  returned  to  his  master,  and  to  receive,  in  the  presence  of  the  gang, 
twenty-five  lashes,  the  assistant  Protector  attending  and  impressing 
upon  the  assembled  slaves,  "  the  determination  of  the  Protector  to  put 
ilown  by  severe  punishment  every  thing  like  insubordination  or  neglect 
of  duty  towards  their  masters,  more  particularly  when  their  alleged  com- 
plaints are  proved  to  be  of  so  groundless  a  nature."  This  is  Mauritius 
protection ! 

12.  Ten  Slaves  of  Madame  Zj(7eratt,  complained,  (No.  27,  p.  29,) 
of  having  neither  Sunday,  nor  their  hours  of  repose  during  the  day,  nor 
time  even  to  take  their  meals;  that  they  are  obliged  to  rise  at  three  in 
ihc  morning,  and  to  work  from  that  time  till   nine  at  night,  the  darker 
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hours  of  tlie  time  bting  employed  in  collecting  grass  for  the  cattle.  A 
son  of  Madam  Lig?.'fau  denied,  on  her  behalf,  the  charges  generally,  but 
admitted  that  the  slsives  worked  till  eight  on  Sunday  morning,  in  collect- 
ing grass,  and  that  tliey  had  the  same  hours  for  meals  as  the  other  plan- 
tations, namely,  two  hours  for  dinner,  and  three  quarters  of  an  hour  for 
breakfast.  The  driter  and  a  free  man  residing  on  the  estate  confirmed 
this  testimony,  euk>gized  the  lady,  and  certified  the  bad  character  of  the 
complainants.  Tb«  Protector,  convinced  of  the  groundless  nature  of  the 
complaint,  ordered  three  of  the  ringleaders  to  receive  twenty-five  lashes 
each,  five  others  to  1>€  confined  m  the  stock  six  nights,  (working  of  course 
all  day) ;  and  the  other  three  (women)  to  be  confined  separately  for  four 
successive  Sundays.  On  this  sentence  Lord  Goderich  remarks,  that  it 
was  far  too  sevore,  even  had  their  complaints  been  as  groundless  as  the 
Protector  adjudged  them  to  be.  "  But  in  this  case,"  he  adds,  "  the 
very  terms  of  the  defence  prove  that  the  slaves  had  good  reason  to  com- 
plain of  not  having  the  full  time  allowed  them  by  law  for  meals,  since 
the  article  (^  20)  assigns  an  hour  for  breakfast,  and  even  the  owner's  son 
does  not  pretend  that  the  custom  of  the  estate  was  to  allow  more  than 
three  quarters  of  an  hour.  There  has  thus  been,  upon  the  showing  of 
the  defendant  y  daily  contravention  of  the  law,  by  each  contrtlvention 
of  which  the  owner  had  incurred  a  penally  of  not  less  than  one  nor 
more  than  five  pounds.  No  notice  is  taken  of  this,  while  the  slaves  are 
punished  for  a  groundless  complaint."  "  The  negligence  of  the  Pro- 
tector on  this  point  is  the  more  reprehensible  as  the  time  allowed  to 
these  slaves  f"<  meals  is  said  to  be  the  same  as  that  allowed  to  those 
on  the  neighbfjuiing  estates,  which  would  show  that  an  habitual  and 
extensive  violntion  of  the  law  prevailed  in  the  district.  1  am  to  desire 
that  you  will  direct  the  Protector  to  ascertain,  by  the  most  strict  and 
comprehensive  inquiry  throughout  the  Colony,  whether  the  law  on  this 
head  be  ob8erv«;d  or  not."  (Ibid.  p.  94.) 

The  Secretary  of  State  makes  no  comment  on  the  admitted  infraction 
of  the  Sabbath. 

13.  AuGvsi  INK,  aged  22,  belonging  to  Mademoiselle  Za/o^fe  i'^rrow, 
complain,'d,  (2!»th  of  April,  1829,  No.  28,  p.  30,)  of  being  ill-treated; 
of  being  flogged  on  her  breech  with  thirty  stripes;  of  being  chained  and 
fastened  to  one  of  the  rooms  where  she  is  obliged  to  work  at  her  needle 
night  and  day,  having  even  passed  several  nights  at  work  without  the 
least  repose;  o(  having  received  a  blow  with  a  stick  which  broke  one  of 
her  teeth  ;  and  of  being  badly  fed,  and  having  no  rest,  not  even  on  Sun- 
days. The  miBtress  admitted  the  chaining,  and  did  not  deny  the  thirty 
stripes,  but  denied  having  struck  Av<justuie  with  a  stick.  We  entirely 
participate  in  llu)  surprise  expressed  by  Lord  Goderich  at  finding  this 
case  "  to  have  been  dismissed  by  the  Protector  with  a  severe  reprimand 
to  the  slave,  ami  a  threat  of  punishing  her  severely  if  she  should  offend 
again  in  like  manner.''  And  yet  no  ofience  whatever  appears  to  have 
been  -proved  aguinsl  her. 

14.  PRosrKii.the  slave  of  iMadame  Chczal  complained,  (No.  29,  p. 
30,)  of  having  been  punished  with  sixty  stripes;  and  of  being  compelled 
to  work  on  Sunday  without  pay.     In  thi^  ca-^e  there  is  much   contra- 
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dictory  evidence  ;  but  the  result  of  the  whole,  even  if  we  take  onlv  tiiai 
for  the  delence,  we  perfectly  a^ree  with  Lord  Goderich,  is  that  three 
articles  of  the  Slave  Ordinance,  namely,  i^  14,  l")  and  17,  had  l)e«n 
violated.  "  It  is  clear,''  observes  his  Lordship,  "  that  Prosper  had 
sufficient  reason  to  complain  of  illeg^al  punishment,  and  in  all  probabdity 
of  illeg-al  compulsion  to  labour  on  the  Sunday.  It  is,  therefore,  with 
serious  displeasure  that  I  find  the  result  of  the  proceedinj^  stated  as 
follows  : — '  The  Protector  is  of  opinion  that  the  complaint  is  altogether 
groundless.'  '  Prosper  has  also  been  found  to  have  been  guilty  of  much 
ingratitude  to  his  mistress,  and  to  have  suborned  two  negresses  to  sup- 
port his  false  accusation.'  I  no  where  find  on  the  record,  the  proof  to 
which  the  Protector  here  alludes;  he  proceeds,  '  complainant  is  there- 
fore ordered  by  the  Protector  to  receive  thirty  lashes  on  the  estate  of  his 
mistress,  and  in  the  presence  of  the  other  blacks.'  I  know  not,"  adds  his 
Lordship,  "  to  what  to  attribute  a  result  so  utterly  at  variance  with  that 
to  wliich  the  law  and  justice  of  the  case  would  seera  etiuallv  to  have 
led." 

15.  Fifteen'  Slaves,  belonging  to  Madame  rfe  Bisst/,  complained 
to  the  assistant  Protector  of  bad  treatment,  (No.  30,  p.  .i'i.)  He  was 
displeased  that  so  many  should  have  come  to  him,  and  directed  three 
to  be  selected  to  state  their  grievances,  and  the  others  to  return  to  work. 
The  three  delegates  complained  in  the  name  of  the  rest,  of  not  being 
allowed  time  even  to  attend  to  the  calls  of  nature  ;  of  being  compelled 
to  labour  on  Sunday  ;  and  of  being  insufficiently  provided  with  tood. 
The  manager  of  the  estate,  Rozemont,  being  sent  for  by  the  assistant  Pro- 
tector, denied  the  truth  of  the  complaint.  These  facts  being  laid  before 
the  Protector,  he  came  to  this  extraordinary  conclusion.  "  The  Pro- 
tector views  the  case  as  one  in  which  the  law  authorizes  him  to  make 
an  example  of  the  complainants,  they  not  only  havmg  brought  a  false 
and  frivolous  accusation  against  the  manager,  but  having  also  aggravated 
the  ofl'ence  by  their  tumultuous  conduct;  and  in  order,  therefore,  to 
suppress  the  least  tendency  to  insubordination,  he  directs  that  the Jifteen 
slaves  shall  be  punished  on  the  estate,  in  the  presence  of  all  their  com- 
rades, with  thirty  lashes  each ;  the  assistant  Protector  to  be  present, 
who  is  to  take  the  opportunity  of  impressing,  on  the  minds  of  the  slaves, 
that  the  only  terms  on  which  they  may  hope  for  the^Protector's  support, 
(which  he  is  always  ready  to  afford,  when  their  complaints  are  well 
founded)  is  the  quiet  and  full  discharge  of  the  duty  they  owe  their 
masters  and   those  placed  in  authori:y  bv  them." 

"  This  case,"  says  Lord  Goderich,  "  affords  a  striking  example  of  the 
severity  with  which  the  Protector  has  thought  it  necessary  to  punish 
frivolous  complaints.  He  calls  them,  indeed,  false  as  well  as  frivolous, 
but  of  their  falsehood  I  see  not  the  slightest  evidence.  The  only  witness 
is  the  manager  himself,  (the  accused);  and  I  do  not  find  that  even  he  is 
at  issue  with  ariv  of  the  complainants  in  any  point.'' — "  So  far  trum  the 
complaint  being  false,  there  seems  to  have  been  an  adherence  to  truth, 
which  is  the  more  remarkable  when  it  is  considered  to  how  little  the 
truth  amounted.  Moreover,  had  the  complaints  been  false,  the  falsehootl 
could  scarcely  be  imputed  to  any  other  than  the  three  selected  to  make 
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the  statement  when  the  Protector  refused  to  receive  it  from  a  greater 
number.  All  the  fifteen  slaves  were  ordered  to  be  punished,  each  with 
thirty  lashes  of  the  cat  o'nine  tails."     (Ibid.  p.  95.) 

16.  A  lady  of  the  name  of  Sturbel  seems  by  the  cruelty  of  her  treat- 
ment, and  the  severity  of  her  exactions,  to  furnish  abundant  occupation 
to  the  Protector.  On  the 22Qd  of  April  1829,  (No.  32,  p.  33,)  Adeline 
a  negress  of  23  years  of  age  having  two  children,  and  Pierre  Louis 
a  boy  of  14,  complained  of  their  mistress,  that  though  she  herself 
punctually  performs  the  usual  task  allotted  to  those  negresses  who  have 
no  children  to  nurse,  yet  she  is  beaten  because  Pierre  Louis  whose  ten- 
der age  incapacitates  him  for  it,  does  not  do  as  much.  The  work  they 
are  employed  in,  is  making  bags  of  certain  leaves  for  holding  sugar, 
coffee,  &c.,  four  of  these  bags  being  a  full  day's  task.  For  this  failure 
of  Pierre,  Adeline  says,  she  received  from  the  driver  on  Wednesday 
last,  25  stripes  of  a  large  cane  on  the  breech.  On  Sunday,  Madame 
Sturbel  made  her  eldest  child  Elizabeth  (now  three  years  and  a  half,) 
work  in  collecting  the  leaves  for  the  bags;  and  not  being  satisfied  with 
her  work  punished  her  with  twelve  stripes  of  the  same  cane.  On  Mon- 
day therefore  she  came  with  this  child,  and  the  other  who  is  at  the 
breast,  to  the  Protector  to  complain.  She  had  not  gone  first  to  the 
assistant  Protector  of  the  quarter  Savanne  for  fear  of  being  sent  back 
to  her  mistress,  who  obliges  her  and  the  other  negresses  to  make  each 
a  sack  on  Sunday  morning  on  pain  of  being  placed  in  the  block.  Pierre 
also  stated  that  the  four  sacks  assigned  to  him  is  more  than  from  his 
age  and  want  of  strength  he  is  able  to  accomphsh,  and  that  for  not  ac- 
complishing it,  he  is  beaten  on  the  breech,  and  that  on  Wednesday  last, 
he  received  25  stripes  in  the  presence  of  four  negresses,  Madame  Sturbel 
herself  being  also  present  at  the  puuishment.  The  surgeon  certified  that 
both  Adeline  and  Pierre  had  been  flogged  on  the  breech  though  not 
with  much  severity.  The  main  facts  were  proved  by  all  the  witnesses, 
and  admitted  even  by  Madame  Sturbel  herself,  who  stated  that  she  ge- 
nerally carried  a  cane  in  her  hand,  with  which,  besides  the  punishments 
inflicted  by  her  orders,  she  had  given  the  complainant  and  her  child 
several  stripes.  The  Protector  referred  the  case  involving,  as  it  did, 
various  infractions  of  the  Slave  ordinance,  to  the  Procureur  General.  It 
remained  undecided  on  the  30th  of  June,  1830. 

In  eight  other  instances  in  the  course  of  fifteen  months,  does  the  name 
of  Madame  Sturbel  appear  charged  with  excessive  exactions  of  labour, 
and  with  severe  and  illegal  punishments.  All  are  of  a  very  atrocious 
description,  but  we  must  confine  ourselves  to  one  or  two. 

17.  Jean N IE,  (No.  6.  p.  121,)  had  excessive  tasks  given  her,  for  not 
completing  of  which  she  was  severely  punished  with  flogging.  She 
complained  to  the  Protector  and  on  that  occasion  was  sent  to  the  hos- 
pital. At  the  end  of  a  month  she  was  sent  back  to  her  mistress,  who 
attached  her  to  a  chain  fixed  to  a  large  stone  in  a  shed,  where  she  had 
remained  chained  ever  since,  (about  12  months,)  during  which  time  she  had 
been  weekly  flogged  with  30  lashes  of  the  cart-whip,  and  25  strokes  of 
a  cane,  for  not  furnishing  four  sacks  a  day,  which  it  is  impossible  to  do, 
especially  as  she  had  been  a  house  servant  and  unaccustomed  to  this 
kind  of  work.  Three  other  negresses  were  now  chained  in  the  same  shed 
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wher«  she  was,  anil  thero  scwetl  their  sacks,  hciiif:  kopt  "an  gccnt."  fn 
adilitiun  to  tlie  cniehies  iiitlictcd  on  Jean  mi,  slie  is  not  allowi  d  to  -fi! 
her  own  son  when  he  oonies  to  visit  her.  Siie  is  allowed  iialt'  a  poiind  ol' 
boiled  rice  a  day.  She  is  made  to  work  all  Sundav,  and  is  made  torisc 
to  work  on  other  davs  at  three  in  the  morning.  She  had  niiscarrietl  while 
kept  in  chams  through  the  lioi^gini^s  given  her,  hy  her  mistress,  while 
pregnant.  She  further  charged  Madame  Stnrbel  witii  having  driven 
some  of  her  slases  to  suicide.  Jllia  had  poisoned  ht-rsidf  and  her 
two  children;  I.oi.o  had  drowned  herself  and  her  two  children  in  a  pond 
on  the  estate,  and  Nona  youth  of  14  had  hung  himself.  Some  of  these 
charges  were  denied  by  tMadame  Slurbel — but  enough  was  proved  to 
form  a  ground  of  prosecution.  She  was  therefore  denounced  to  the 
Frocureur  General.  1.  For  having  kept  Jeannie  in  irons  twelve  months 
chained  to  a  block,  during  which  time  she  miscarried.  '2.  For  flogging 
her  with  the  cart-whip  and  other  instruments,  the  marks  of  which  she 
lK>re  on  her  body.  3.  For  not  allowing  sufficient  food.  4.  For  com- 
]>elling  her  to  work  on  Sundays.  ').  For  exacting  the  excessive  task 
of  making  Hve  vacoa  sacks  a  day  and  punishing  its  non-peribrmance. — 
For  these  offences  she  was  condemned  in  the  penalty  of  £3'5  with  costs. 
It  is  not  said  what  became  of  Jeannie.  She  was  of  course  returned  to 
her  mistress. 

This  is  the  only  case  in  which  we  can  find  that  Madame  Sturbel's 
crimes  were  visited  with  even  the  slightest  punishment. 

In  the  complaint  against  Madame  Sturbel  first  mentioned,  that  of 
Adeline,  it  does  not  appear  that  any  punishment  followed  the  prose- 
cution that  was  ordered;  but  some  time  after,  viz.  on  the  1st  of  October 
IS'29,  (No.  58,  p.  .0,0,)  we  find  this  same  slave  again  complaining  to  the 
Protector  that  she  had  been  put  into  chains  attached  to  a  heavy  log  of 
wood,  as  soon  as  she  had  been  sent  back  after  her  former  complaint; 
and  that  the  exactions  of  excessive  labour,  that  had  then  been  com- 
p'ained  of,  were  renewed  so  that  she  had  not  time  to  eat  her  meals. 
The  chains,  having  been  removed  from  the  limbs  of  the  conTplainant  at 
the  Protector's  office,  were  found  to  be  four  feet  and  a  half  in  length  ; 
they  were  attached  to  the  right  ancle  by  a  ring ;  and  the  other  end 
was  fixed  to  a  large  billet  of  wood,  the  weight  of  the  whole  being 
[>!j  pounds. 

18.  A  youth  of  16  years  named  Julian  accompanied  Adeline,  and 
liad  similar  complaints  to  make  against  Madame  Sturbel.  The  chains 
found  upon  him  weighed  altogether  18  pounds.  The  two  cases  were 
referred  to  the  Procureur  General,  but  the  result  is  not  given.  Various 
other  offences  of  this  lady  (see  No.  80,  p.  170;  No.  83,  p.  172  ;  No.  3, 
p.  252;  No.  39,  p.  268;)  were  treated  by  the  Protector  with  a  most 
unpardonable  lenity.  This  seems  also  to  be  the  impression  of  L<jrd 
Goderich.  He  blames  the  Protector  for  so  lightly  dismissing  the  complaints 
against  her,  no  notice  whatever  being  taken  of  her  numerous  infractiorit 
of  the  law  by  compelling  her  slaves  to  work  on  Sundays;  nor  can  he 
understand  on  what  grounds  the  protector  considered  Madame  Sturbel 
a  fit  object  of  lenity,  when  there  were  so  many  proofs  of  the  excessive 
quantity  of  labour  she  was  in  the  habit  of  exacting  (p.  '222.)  l-ord 
Goderich  adverts  (p.  223)  to  another  complaint  against  thia  lady  for 
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overworking  her  slave  Celestine  (No.  32.  p.  351)  in  which  it  comes 
out  that  the  girl  had  been  chained  to  a  stone  for  twelve  raonlhs,  and  had 
been  released  only  on  the  new  year's  day  preceding.  "As  Madame 
Sturbel  seems  far  from  an  indulgent  fnistress,"  adds  his  Lordship,"  I. 
regret  that  the  Protector  did  not  notice  this  statenaent."  (p.  223.) 

Jn  short  this  person  appears  to  have  been  proceeding,  during  the 
whole  period  of  the  present  report,  in  the  perpetration  of  atrocities,  any 
one  of  which,  if  repeated,  should  have  led  to  the  liberation  of  her  suf- 
fering slaves  from  her  merciless  dominion.  But  she  still  retains  it,  and 
seems  to  retain,  along  with  it,  her  standing  and  estimation  in  Mauritius 
society;  and  the  only  penalty  we  can  discover  she  has  yet  incurred  has 
been  the  fine  of  £33,  mentioned  above. 

19.  Eleven  slaves  of  Mr.  Castera  (No.  33,  p.  35,)  bring  many 
grievous  complaints  against  their  master,  some  of  which  seem  exag- 
gerated, but  many  of  which  arc  partially  admitted  by  him  and  his 
manager,especially  the  floggings,  and  the  Sunday  labour,  and  the  abridge- 
ment of  the  legal  hours  of  repose.  Yet  the  Protector  condemns  these 
men  to  25  lashes  each,  and  two  women  to  solitary  confinement  from 
Saturday  evening  till  Monday  morning  for  four  successive  weeks,  for 
having  preferred  complaints  which  the  Protector  deemed  grtyindless. 
A  part  of  their  complaints  however,  was  found,  not  groundless;  but  it 
only  led  to  a  reprimand  and  a  caution  against  future  oflTences  of  the 
same  kind.  "  Equal  justice,"  Lord  Goderich  well  observes,  "  would 
seem  to  require  that  when  both  parties  are  found  in  fault,  either  both 
should  be  pardoned,  or  both  punished.  But  when  slaves  have  just 
reason  to  complain,  they  should  not  be  very  severely  visited  for  exag- 
geration. It  is  scarcely  to  be  expected  that  persons  in  their  uninstructed 
condition  will  avoid  the  error  of  mixing  truth  with  falsehood,  especially 
when  they  have  before  them  the  example  of  a  faithful  statement  being 
severely  punished  for  amounting  to  too  little."     (p.  95.) 

These  observation.s,  however,  just  as  they  are,  hardly  meet  the  enor- 
mity of  this  case  as  it  stands  proved,  or  even  as  it  was  admitted  by  the 
manager.  The  examining  surgeon  testified  to  many  marks  of  punish- 
ment on  both  men  and  women,  but  said  the  marks  were  old;  but  how 
old,  whether  a  week,  or  a  month,  or  six  months,  does  not  appear ;  and 
of  one  of  them,  a  female,  who  appears  to  have  been  recently  flogged, 
EsTASiE,  he  said,  that  she  was  weak  and  emaciated,  and  apparently  ill- 
fed  ;  and  of  another,  that  she  was  old,  and  should  be  exempt  from  la- 
bour. The  working  on  Sunday  was  distinctly  admitted,  and  yet  the  Pro- 
tector's reprimand  was  confined  to  the  single  point  of  irregularity  witli 
tespect  to  hours  of  repose. 

20.  Lord  Goderich  states  the  complaint  of  Rosalie  against  her 
master  Julten  to  be  (No.  35,  p.  37)  that  she  is  obliged  to  work  harder 
than  her  present  ill  state  of  health  can  support ;  that  when  she  tells 
her  master  so,  he  beats  her  with  a  stick  and  tells  her  she  shall  work  ; 
that  her  sight  being  defective  ehe  sometimes  fails  to  see  clearly  that 
which  her  master  wishes  to  have  done,  and  that  he  then  throws  snufT 
into  her  eyes  ;  ia  short,  that  she  is  afraid  ta  return  to  his  house.  The 
surgeon  states,  that  she  exhibits  very  slight  marks  of  punishment,  but 
that  she  is  aflected  with  [aralysis,  and  is  debilitated  to  such  a  degree  that 
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he  wouJd  reconimciid  litr  bcinj;  sent  to  the  Hospital.  And  yvx,  the  iVn. 
lector  expressed  himself  salisHed  that  tliat  part  of  the  complaint  winch 
allegetl  ill-treatmenl  was  groundless.  *'  It  is  not  stated,"  adds  his  Lord- 
ship, "  how  this  is  reconciled  with  the  marks  of  punishment,  which 
would  seem  to  be  conclusive  evidence  of  an  infraction  of  the  law." 
(p.  96.) 

'21.  Alfrida,  15  years  of  age,  complained  (No.  37,  p.  38.)  of  ex- 
cessive punishment,  by  her  master,  M.  Gaud,  of  Port  Louis.  She  hati 
been  stretched  on  the  ground  and  severely  flog'jjed  on  several  occasions  ; 
and  yet  the  Protector,  overlooking  this  direct  violation  of  the  Ordinance 
which  forbids  the  Hogging  of  women,  found  reasons  for  not  punishino' 
the  master  but  for  punishing  the  complainant.  She  was  ordered  to  be 
confined  in  solitude  for  four  Sundays. 

--.  We  mention  the  case  of  Jean,  (No.  38,  p.  39,)  belonging  to 
.>L  D'Aubujny,  of  the  Quarter  Flacq,  chiefly  because,  though  a  great 
part  of  his  complaint  appears  to  be  disproved,  yet  the  statement  of  M. 
D'Aubigny  himself,  and  of  his  numerous  witnesses,  clearly  establish 
the  general,  open,  and  avowed  infraction  of  the  law  relating  to  Sunday 
labour.  ^L  D'Aubigny  states,  that  his  shwes  rise  at  daybreak,  during 
the  week,  and  that  on  Sunddy  morning,  they  only  bring  in  the  «juan- 
tity  of  grass  necessary  for  the  cattle,  which  work,  with  cleaning  the 
cattle,  never  e'niploys  them  later  on  that  da\  than  eight  o'clock — that  is, 
for  three  hours  at  least  after  daybreak.  —  The  slaves  too,  whom  he  produces 
to  testify  in  his  favour,  slate  as  a  proof  of  his  humanity  that,  on  Sun- 
days, they  always  finish  their  "corvee''  by  eight  o'clock.  The  Protec- 
tor takes  no  notice  of  this.  But  he  punishes  the  complainant,  a  maa 
50  years  of  age,  with  50  stripes  of  the  cat. 

23.  Nanette,  and  her  two  children,  .^L\RCELIN  and  Vtctoike, 
complained,  in  May,  1829,  (No.  1,  p.  12C,^  of  the  Widow  Morell,  that 
she  had  obliged  them  to  work  on  the  last  two  Sundays.  On  the  firsi 
of  these  she  had  given  to  each  of  thorn  25  strokes,  and  then  made  them 
dig  the  whole  day.  On  the  second  of  the  two  Sundays,  she  had  again 
rioggeii  all  three  with  25  lashes  each,  and  then  placed  them  in  the 
stocks,  without  foo<l,  till  the  following  morning,  obliging  them  to  work 
all  the  time  in  making  bags.  They  complained  also  of  insufficient 
lood.  Madame  Morell  denied  a  great  jxirt  of  the  charge ;  but  it  ap- 
pearing clearly  that  she  had  flogged  two  tVmales,  that  she  hffd  flogged 
both  them  and  the  boy  without  the  required  witnesses,  and  without 
any  entry  in  the  Record  Book,  and  had  left  them  without  food  in  the 
stocks,  a  prosecution  was  instituted  agaiast  her,  and  she  was  fined 
£80  with  costs. 

24.  The  case  of  Jeannk,  aged  22,  and  her  three  children,  (No.  2, 
().  121,)  we  mention  not  for  the  purpose  of  detailing  the  particulars  of 
her  complaint,  which  are  sutHciently  hornfving,  though  in  some  points, 
they  are  contradicted  ;  but  of  bringing  before  otir  readers  a  new  con- 
trivance of  Mauritius  ingenuity,  in  the  way  of  torture,  called  the  "bar 
de  justice."  We  call  it  new,  not  bccauf*  n  may  not  have  long  existed, 
l>ui  merely  because,  though  it  appears,  frt^m  the  seipiel  of  the  present 
itport,  to  be  of  very  frcipient  use,  it  was  Lollxlore  noticed  in  any  of  the 
iKCOunls  we  have  <cen  of  the  various  riuvlues  piacli^ed  in  this  colony. 


Ccrmplaints  of  Slaves  against  their  Masters.  397 

The  "  bar  de  justice"  would  seem  to  be  a  kind  of  moveable  stocks  or  bil- 
boes, so  contrived  however  that  the  slave  cannot  run  away  with  it ;  and 
as  it  may  be  brought  even  into  a  parlour  or  drawing-room,  the  lady 
of  the  house  or  plantation  may  have  her  vagabond  or  libertine  semp- 
stresses placed  securely  at  their  tasks  before  her.  This  Jeanne,  for 
instance,  we  are  told  as  a  proof  of  the  lenity  of  Madame  Amedee 
D'Emerez,  received  no  other  punishment  than  confinement  in  the  "  bar 
de  justice,"  being  kept  at  needlework  in  a  room,  and  fed  from  her  mas- 
ter's table.  Jeanne  nevertheless  complained  to  the  Protector  of  this 
"  bar  de  justice,'*  but  he  declined  to  interfere  with  it,  as  it  did  not,  he 
says,  "  come  within  the  meaning  of  the  Chain  Ordinance" — meaning 
that  vile  ordinance  of  Sir  Lowry  Cole,  since  repealed,  which  pre- 
scribed the  maximum  in  weight  of  the  chains  or  fetters  with  which  men, 
women,  and  children  might  be  loaded,  at  the  owner's  or  manager's 
discretion. 

25.  Thirty-oxe  slaves  belonging  to  Bois  Rouge,  appeared  to  com- 
plain of  their  manager,  M.  Audillard,  (No.  16,  p,  130.)  The  Protector 
reprimanded  them  for  coming  in  so  large  a  body,  and,  after  choosing 
two  or  three  to  represent  their  grievances,  sent  the  others  back  to  the 
plantation.  The  deputies  then  stated  that  they  were  daily  punished  for 
almost  nothing;  that  they  worked  at  "corve^"*  from  three  in  the  morn- 
ing, and  when  that  was  finished  they  worked  from  six  in  the  morning  till 
eight  in  the  evening.  They  had  no  time  allowed  them  to  take  their 
food,  &c.  The  Protector  states,  as  the  result  of  his  inquiry,  that  the 
falsity  of  the  complaint  having  been  completely  established,  the  two  ring- 
leaders were  severely  punished,  one  with  thirty,  and  the  other  with  twenty- 
five  stripes ;  and  the  negresses  were  ordered  to  be  confined  for  four  suc- 
cessive Sundays.  Lord  Goderich  cannot  discover  the  proofs  of  falsity 
to  which  the  Protector  refers,  nor  the  grounds  on  which  the  negresses 
were  selected  for  imprisonment ;  and  as  for  the  assertion  of  a  conspiracy 
existing  among  the  slaves,  there  appears,  he  says,  no  farther  proof  of  it 
than  their  having  left  the  estate  in  a  body  ;  while  the  fact  of  a  former 
complaint  having  been  preferred  from  the  same  estate  may,  with  as  much 
probability,  be  referred  to  injustice  on  the  part  of  the  masters,  as  to  in- 
subordination among  the  slaves. 

26.  Alexis,  a  slave  belonging  to  the  same  estate  of  "Bois  Rouge," 
complained  of  having  been  punished  with  forty  lashes  of  a  cart-whip, 
by  M.  Audillard,  the  manager,  and  then  put  into  chains,  which,  on 
being  weighed,  were  found  to  exceed  the  limits  of  the  Ordinance.  Dr. 
Hart  also  certified,  that  Alexis  had  both  sides  of  his  breech  ulcerated 
from  the  effects  of  punishment,  and  that  he  was  affected  with  disease. 
The  facts  alleged  by  Alexis,  were  nevertheless  stoutly  denied  by  the 
manager,  the  driver,  and  another  slave ;  and,  notwithstanding  the  sur- 
geon's less  equivocal  though  still  reluctant  testimony,  the  Protector 
considered  the  charge  of  excessive  punishment  as  not  borne  out.  He, 
however,  prosecuted  the  manager  for  his  breach  of  the  chain  ordinance, 
and  he  was  fined  £2  with  costs.  (No.  20,  p.  132.) 

*  This  word  seems  to  be  used  in  Colonial  slang,  for  terlain  extra  works,  as 
collecting  grass,  &cc. 


J98  Protector*   of  Slaves  Reports — Muuritnu. 

27.  AoLAE,  bt'loriiriii^  to  Matlame  Lnjerau,  complained  that  her 
mistress  Hourgcil  her  because  the  cat  broke  two  plates.  The  chargt-  <»f 
Ho'j^in^  bcitiii:  proved,  the  lady  was  prosecuted,  and  made  to  pay  l!,') 
with  costs.     (No.  -24,  p.  136.) 

"IS:.  Eloknie  comphiined  (No.  25,  p.  136,)  of  her  mistress,  Madame 
Uiutjinot,  having  beaten  her  for  not  poinj^  to  her  work,  though  she  wa.s 
very  ill  at  ti\e  time.  The  doctor  certified  to  her  ill-health  ;  "  she  la- 
bours,"  he  says,  "  under  a  hi^h  degree  of  fever  and  severe  pain  in  her 
head  and  bowels."  Yet,  on  Madame  Bueginot's  own  denial,  the  case 
was  dismissed,  with  a  caution  to  the  lady.  Lord  Goderich  justly  blames 
this  decision,     (p.  223.) 

29.  Anne,  aged  27,  says  Lord  Goderich,  complained  of  having  been 
severely  beaten  and  kicked  by  her  mistress,  at  a  time  when  she  was  far 
advanced  in  pregnancy.  Dr.  Hart  testified  to  the  marks  she  bore  of  ill- 
treatment,  which,  in  her  state,  might  have  endanj^^ered  her  life.     The 
charge  was  denied  by  the  mistress,  by  three  of  the  slaves,  and  even  by 
Anne's  daughter,  Sidonie,  of  eight  years  old.     This  last  witness,  how- 
ever, on  being  desired  to  speak  the  truth  without  fear,  trembled,  and 
asked  if  her  mistress   was  within  hearing.     Being  told  not,  Sidonie, 
with  much  emotion,  stated  that  on  Sunday  morning  last,  her  mistress 
had  scolded  her  mother  much,  and,  t?king  her  by  the  hair  and  ears,  had 
given  her  many  blows  on  the  face,  kicked  her  on  all  parts  of  the  body, 
and   beat   her  with  a  cane.     In  the  evening  she  was  sent  to  call  her 
mother,  and  the  same  treatment  was  repeated.     She  did  not  say  this  at 
tirst,  because  her  mistress  had  told  her  to  say  that  her  mother  had  not 
bt.en  beaten,  but  that  the  mark  on  her  face  had  been  caused  by  falling 
against  ll\e  back   of  the  door ;  and  she  had  said  so  at  Hrst  lest  she 
should  be  punished  when  she  got  home.     The  Protector,  Mr.  Thomas, 
>ays,  that  on  fully  investigating  the  case,  though  Anne  has  much  cause 
of  complaint,  he  does  not  send  it  to  trial  fearing  the  evidence  may  faii 
through  its  contradictory  tendency.     Mr.  Thomas,  remarks  his  Lord- 
ship, has  here  "assumed  a  discretion  which  did  not  pertain  to  him,  and 
which  in  this  instance  was  not  beneficially  exercised.     No  doubt  could 
exist  that  the  defendant  had  not  only  been  guiltv  of  the  otTonce  laid  to 
her  charge,  but  of  the  still  more  serious  and  deliberate  crime  of  su- 
lx)rniug  a  child  to  bear  false  testimony  against  her  own  mother.    I  '-an- 
not,  injustice  to  the  court, assume  that  it  would  have  beAi  deceived  l)y 
the  evidence  to  be  terulered  to  it.     I  must  suppose  that  with  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  facta  abeady  elicited  by  the  Protector,  the  court  wrjuld 
have  found  means,  by  cross-examination,  to  extract  the  truth  from  the 
witnesses.     I  am  compelled,  therefore,  to  signify  to  yon   my  (liM;i|)['^'>- 
bation  of  the  conduct  of  the  Protector  in  this  instance."  (pp.  I*"  '" 
223.)     This  case  furnishes  a  very  instructive  solution  of  the  oth'"*'"* 
unaccountable  contradictions,  which  pervade  the  whole  mass  of  'h"  '" 
dence  given,  in  the  course  of  the  investigation  of  the  220  cases  bi"«»K 
before  us  in  this  Re[X)rt.  . 

30.  The  next  case,  that  of  E.mile,  a  boy  of  12  year^  ^'^'Jlf" 'n^t 
longing  to  M;ulame  Gondrccilie,  closely  resembles  the  last.  '  '  j^^ 
'•iTiiUtd  that  he  had  extensive  marks  oi'  laceration  on  both  side*  j  ^^^^ 
lirccch,  two  or  three  on  his  arm,  and  two  or  three  on  his  back,  nt 
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the  punishment  had  been  inflicted  with  great  severity.  On  the  morninj; 
on  which  he  was  brought  to  the  Protector,  (August  13,  1830,)  he  had 
been  sent  by  his  mistress  to  the  jail  to  be  punished;  but  the  keeper 
observing  his  lacerated  state,  refused  to  inflict  any  faither  punishnjent, 
and  conducted  hira  to  tlie  Protector's  office.  But  notwithstanding 
all  this,  on  the  denial  of  a  son  of  Madame  Gondreville,  and  of  some 
slaves,  that  the  complainant  had  been  punished  except  by  bein-g  put 
to  work  in  chains  fastened  to  the  girdle  of  another  negro,  the  Pro- 
tector comes  to  the  conclusion  that,  the  complaint  beincj  proved  false, 
the  boy  shall  receive  ten  stripes,  and  would  have  received  more  but  for 
bis  tender  age !  Is  it  possible  to  read  such  things  without  shuddering 
at  their  enormity  ?  Lord  Goderich  expresses  a  similar  feeling.  (No.  33, 
p.  141,  and  p.  223.) — Similar  cases,  in  which  the  decisions  of  the  Pro- 
lector  are  marked  with  the  most  manifest  injustice,  abound,  and  we  for- 
bear to  multiply  them. — And  not  only  are  the  slaves,  for  the  most  part, 
denied  all  redress,  but  often  very  severely  and  unjustly  punished  for 
their  complaints,  merely  because  the  parties  accused  deny  their  truth,  or 
bring  vague  and  irrelevant  counter- charges  against  the  complainants. 

31.  The  following  case  (dated  20th  Oct.  1829,  No.  68,  p.  161.)  is 
selected  from  a  great  number  of  a  similar  kind,  to  illustrate  some 
farther  enormities  of  the  Mauritius  system.  Bazille,  aged*  55,  be- 
longing to  Sieur  Nozaic,  stated,  that  having  been  brought  to  the  Bagne 
or  jail  for  running  away,  he  had  been  sent  thence  to  his  master's 
estate ;  but  that,  in  consequence  of  his  advanced  age  and  general  infir- 
mity, he  had  been  exempted  from  the  corporal  punishment  usually  in- 
flicted on  maroons  or  runaways  when  sent  from  the  Bagne.  Here  then 
we  learn,  and  the  fact  is  manifest  from  the  frequent  incidental  allusions 
made  to  it  throughout  these  proceedings,  that  a  slave  taken  up  and 
committed  to  the  Bagne,  by  the  police  or  otherwise,  is  there  usually, 
and  as  a  matter  of  course,  punished  with  flogging.  The  extraordinary 
frequency  of  marooning  in  this  colony,  arising  evidently  from  the 
general  severity  of  treatment  and  the  excess  of  labour  to  which  the 
slaves  are  subject,  must  tend  greatly  to  multiply  such  punishments  ; 
and  yet  they  are  seldom  mentioned  except  incidentally,  and  do  not,  as 
far  as  we  can  discover,  form  the  subjects  of  any  regular  record  or  re- 
port. The  list  of  floggings,  we  apprehend,  would  thus  be  every  exten- 
sively enlarged.  But  ought  not  such  a  list  to  be  given  ?  Ought  the 
Bagne,  the  place  of  daily  and  almost  hourly  mflictions,  to  be  exempted 
from  this  salutary  exposure  ?  Not  only  should  the  name  of  the  slave, 
in  all  such  cases,  be  given,  but  the  name  of  the  master  and  estate,  and  the 
particulars  of  the  oftience  of  marronage  and  its  alleged  cause;  the  cir- 
cumstances of  his  age,  appearance,  and  marks  of  former  punishment; 
and  the  chains,  collars,  or  fetters  fastened  upon  him  when  brought 
thither,  together  with  the  punishments  inflicted  at  the  Bagne,  and  (he 
authority  by  which  it  was  so  inflicted.  We  should  thus  have  opened 
to  us  a  new  and  pregnant  chapter  of  the  horrors  of  Mauritius  slavery. 

But  to  return  to  Bazille.  He  had  no  sooner  reached  the  estate  of 
his  master,  with  the  whole  skin  which  the  commiseration  of  the  keeper 
of  the  Bagne  had  permitted  him,  contrary  to  the  usual  practice,  to  carry 
home  with  him,  than  he  was  put  into  the  stocks  by  his  master's  orders. 
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and  on  the  following:  morning:;  was  floi;Q;ed,  with  a  martinet  dipped  m 
tar.,  in  the  presence  of  his  master  and  llie  otlR-r  slaves,  to  the  evteut,  it 
is  said,  of  about  100  lashes,  and  then  sent  to  work  diirini;  the  day,  and 
conHntnl  in  the  stocks  at  night,  till  he  made  his  escape  and  came  to  tin- 
Protector.  Dr.  Hart  having  examined  him,  certihed  that  he  found  upon 
him  extensive  ulceration  on  both  sides  of  his  breech  from  unusualli/  severe- 
punishment  ;  that  he  appeared  in  bad  health  :  and  that  beuvj  unjit  for 
any  work  at  present,  he  ourjht  to  be  s^nt  to  the  hospital  till  the  tilctrs 
on  his  breech  are  healed.  The  only  defence  of  the  master  was,  that 
he  had  Hogged  Bazille,  but  not  with  sufficient  severity  to  produce  these 
appearances,  and  that  he  must  either  have  received  a  Hogging  during 
his  marronage,  or  that  the  slight  flogging  recently  given  by  him  had 
opened  old  wounds.  The  case  was  referred  to  the  Procureur-General. 
The  result  had  not  been  given  on  the  30lh  of  June,  1830. 

32.  Solon,  belonging  to  M.  Bestel,  (No.  74,  p.  166,)  on  lately  re- 
turning to  his  master  from  the  Protector's  office  where  he  had  preferred 
a  complaint,  with  a  charge  that  he  should  not  be  punished  for  com- 
plaining, had  nevertheless  been,  on  his  return,  put  in  the  stocks  and 
beaten,  and  made  to  work  all  day,  and  confined  all  night,  being  made 
on  Sundays  to  work  with  the  slaves  who  were  in  chains.  M.  Bestel 
admitted  that  "  Solon  did  work  on  Sundays  with  others  of  his  slaves" 
(he  doe^  not  say  how  many)  "  who  were  in  chains,  not  however  as  a 
punishment,  but  to  indemnify  him  in  some  slight  degree  for  their  time 
lost  in  marronage."  For  not  complying  with  the  Protector's  former  in- 
junction, and  for  working  his  slaves  on  Sunday,  M.  Bestel  was  de- 
nounced to  the  Procureur-General,  but  the  result  is  not  yet  known. 
"It  is  not  stated  by  the  Protector,"  says  Lord  Goderich,  "  whether  he 
was  denounced  for  Solon's  individual  case,  or  for  the  general  practice 
of  making  his  maroon  slaves  work  on  Sundays."     (p.  2"25.) 

33.  Sixty-one  slaves  belonging  to  M.  Brue,  of  the  estate  Wolmar, 
in  the  Quarter  Riviere  Noire,  (No.  81,  p.  170,)  came  on  the  •24th  Nov. 
to  complain  to  the  Protector.  All  were  sent  back  to  the  estate  but  two, 
Egisse  and  Porphyue,  both  drivers.  They  stated  that  they  were  ob- 
liged to  begin  work  at  three  in  the  morning,  and  did  not  leave  oft"  till 
seven  in  the  evening  ;  that  the  corvee  on  Sunday  lasted  till  nine  in  the 
morning,  and  they  could  not  enjoy  Sunday  or  employ  it  in  procuring  any 
little  comforts  they  might  require,  as  they  were  again  made  to  muster  at 
four  p.  M  ;  and  that  the  females  were  Hogged  the  same  as  the  men.  It 
was  admitted  that  the  slaves  worked  from  four  in  the  morning  and  finished 
At  sunset.  The  Hogging  was  denied  on  the  part  of  the  master,  but 
proved  in  the  case  of  the  two  women.  The  muster  on  Sunday  at  four 
p.  M.  was  admitted  ;  and  the  corvee  till  nine  on  Sunday  morning  not 
denied.  No  record  book  was  kept  on  the  estate. — The  result  was,  that 
Egisse  and  Porphyre  were  condemned  to  be  put  in  a  chain  for  three 
months,  and  a  prosecution  was  instituted  against  the  master  only  for 
flogging  the  two  women  and  for  keeping  no  record  book  ;  no  mention 
being  made  of  the  admitted  Sunday  work.     The  result  is  not  stated. 

"  In  concluding  mv  remarks,"  says  Lord  Goderich,  on  this  section  of 
the  complaint  book,  "I  have  to  observe,  that  in  some  instances  in  which 
the  Protector  had  sentenced  slaves  to  receive  what  appeared  to  me  a 
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Revere  punishment,  for  preferring  false  or  malicious  complaints,  I  have 
omitted  observing  upon  it,  both  because  his  attention  was  repeatedly 
called  to  the  subject  in  my  Despatch  of  the  1 5th  January,  1831,  and 
because  the  Order  in  Ck)uncU  of  1830,  will  have  deprived  him  of  the 
authority  to  inflict  such  punishments." 

34.  On  the  18th  Dec.  1829,  Francois,  belonging  to  M.  H^archal, 
(No.  91,  p.  175,)  presented  himself  at  the  office  at  three  in  the  morn- 
ing, with  his  hands  fastened  together  behind  him  by  means  of  thumb- 
screws, fixed  so  tight  as  to  have  penetrated  the  tiesh  quite  to  the  bone, 
and  caused  considerabltj  swelling  and  inflammation  of  the  hands  and 
arms.  He  also  stated  that  another  slave  named  LorK,  had  been 
punished  precisely  in  the  same  manner  by  his  master,  and  was  now 
confined  on  M.  Klarchal's  premises.  A  surgeon  being  sent  for,  the 
thumb-screws  on  Francois  were  filed  oft'.  Lord  Godrrirh  gives  the 
following  abstract  of  the  facts  of  this  case,  which  apjK'dr  proved  in 
evidence.     We  have  abridged  this  abstract. 

About  twenlv-four  davs  ago,  Francois  neglected  his  work,  and  ab- 
sented himself  for  a  whole  day.  The  following  day  he  was  arrested  and 
carried  to  the  police,  whence  his  master  caused  him  to  be  conveyed 
home,  and  immediutelv  fixed  thumb-screws  on  his  thumbs,  and  placed 
both  his  feet  in  the  stocks.  At  night  he  was  taken  out  of  thft  stocks, 
and  with  the  thumb-screws  stil!  on,  placed  in  a  machine  called  a  carcan, 
which  consists  of  two  pillars  with  a  cross  plank  affixed  at  a  man's 
height  from  the  ground,  to  which  he  was  attached  by  means  of  an  iron 
collar,  three  inches  broad,  fastened  to  the  plank  by  staples  and  pad- 
locks, where  he  remained  standing  all  night,  and  in  the  morning  was  re- 
leased and  placed"  again  in  the  stocks  for  the  day.  He  was  thus  treated 
alternately  night  and  day  for  a  fortnight,  when  M.  Marchal  sent  him 
to  his  plantation  at  Petite  Riviere,  wuli  the  thumb-screws  always  on,  to 
be  flogged ;  but  being  unable  from  ill  heallli  to  visit  the  plantation, 
sent  for  him  back  last  Saturday  and  treated  him  as  before.  Being 
unable  to  use  his  hands,  he  was  sometimes  fed  by  one  of  his  comrades. 
Loff  vidiS  treated  in  the  same  manner.  The  thurnb-screws  were  screwed 
«o  tight  i^s  to  cut  the  flesh  almost  to  the  bone,  and  cause  great  pain. 
About  four  days  ago  he  announced  himself  to  he  ill,  anfl  he  was  taken 
out  of  the  stocks  and  placed  in  the  ho.spital,  whence  last  evening  he  had 
escaped,  leaving  Lojf  there  with  his  thumb-sr-rews  on.  iM.  Marchal 
himself  put  the  thumb-screws  on  them,  and  conducted  them  nighl  and 
morning  from  the  carcan  to  the  stocks.  They  had  only  two  meals  a 
day,  consisting  of  a  pound  of  boiled  maize.  Several  of  his  comrades 
had  been  subjected  to  the  same  punishment,  but  not  for  so  long.  It  was 
M.  MarchaFs  ordinary  mode  of  punishment.  No  surgeon  is  attached 
to  the  establishment.  A  warrant  Ijeing  issued  for  Loff,  he  was  no- 
where to  be  found,  and  the  carcan  was  found  to  be  destroyed. 

"The  defence  of  M.  Marchal,"  l^rd  Goderich  observes,  "bears 
strong  marks  of  prevarication,  though  he  does  not  contradict  Francois 
in  a  single  point  of  any  importance  ;"  whose  statement  indeed  is  con- 
firmed by  other  witnesses,  and  the  surgeon  certifies  "  that  Francois  is 
in  great  danger  of  losing  his  right  thumb  which  is  in  a  state  of  g.ui- 
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^^enc,  and  of  losino^  also  a  portion  of  ihe   left  ;"  and  expresses  an  ap- 
prehension that  tetanus  niav  ensue. 

Marchal  hein^j;  prosecuted,  the  result  was  that  he  was  condemned  to 
pay  a  tine  of  ±VjO,  to  be  impiisoned  three  mouths,  and  to  forteil  the  two 
slaves.  On  this  sentence  Lord  Goderich  remarks,  "  It  is  not  without 
great  regret  and  disappointment  that  I  find  so  tritling  a  punishment 
awarded  for  these  atrocious  cruelties.  I  have  in  vain  searched  for  any 
circumstance  which  might  atfbrd  a  palliation  of  his  conduct  or  throw  a 
suspicion  on  the  evidence  against  him."  "  I  am  entirely  at  a  loss  to 
understand  upon  what  ground  this  inadequate  punishment  was  in- 
flicted." "  If  the  utmost  powers  of  the  law  had  been  evoked,  there 
would  have  been  ample  means  of  visiting  him  with  a  verv  severe  pun- 
ishment. The  maxunurn  penalty  indeed  that  can  be  awarded  for  a 
misdemeanour  is  £'200,  and  six  months'  imprisonment.  Had  this  been 
inHicted  for  each  otl'ence,  it  might  have  constituted  an  adec[uate  "pun- 
ishment, especially  if  followed  up  by  a  declaration  of  incom|)etency  to 
hold  or  manage  slave  property  tor  the  future,  as  provided  bv  the  Slave 
Ordinance,  clause  30.  This  provision  does  not  seem  to  have  been  ever 
alluded  to  in  any  of  the  proceedings,  though,  if  this  case  did  not  call 
for  an  application,  it  is  ditticult  to  conceive  any  cruelty,  not  amounting 
to  a  deprivation  of  life,  which  would  justify  its  application.  I  fear  it 
will  now  be  too  late  to  take  measures  for  obtaining  such  a  sentence.'' 
"  You  will  desire  the  Protector  to  explain  on  what  grounds  he  origi- 
nally refrained  tVoiu  taking  this  step.''  The  slave  Loti' appears  to  have 
been  found,  but  no  explanation  is  given  of  his  disappearance.  ( Ibid, 
p.  227.) 

35.  The  case  of  a  boy  Edwakd,  ten  years,  (No.  93,  p.  178.)  com- 
plained that  his  master.  Gamer,  and  his  mistress,  maltreated  him  in  a 
variety  of  ways.  The  sursreon  certiried  that  he  had  on  his  shoulders 
and  back  innumerable  marks  of  recent  punishment,  and  that  his  breech 
was  in  a  state  of  ulceration  from  recent  flogging.  The  case  was  referred 
to  the  Prociireur  General,  but  the  result  is  not  given. 

36.  Heloise,  aged  18,  is  proved  (No.  93,  p.  179,)  to  have  been 
flogged  and  otiierwise  maltreated  by  her  master,  M.  Hubert,  and  her 
mistress,  though  pregnant.  This  case  was  also  disposed  of  in  the  same 
way  as  the  last. 

We  now  come  to  the  complaints  of  the  year  1830,  which  are  eighty- 
six  in  number,  and  not  less  revolting  than  those  of  preceding  years. 
Among  these  the  following  case  stands  most  disgustinsly  forward.  It 
IS  the  case  of  the  Rev.  R.  E.  Jones,  second  civil  chaplain,  and  chap- 
lain to  the  forces  at  Mauritius,  but  better  known  in  this  country  as  one 
of  the  compurgators  of  Mr.  Telfair,  and  as  one  of  the  witnesses  of  the 
happiness  of  the  slaves  in  general  in  the  Mauritius,  and  particularly  on 
the  estate  of  Bel  Ombre.  In  this  veoy  report,  at  p.  213,  we  Hnd  hira, 
on  the  23rd  of  December,  1829,  writing  to  the  Protector  with  apparent 
interest,  of  the  advarxces  of  the  slaves  under  his  care  in  moral  and  reli- 
gious improvement,  and  of  his  own  etibrts  amon"-  them.  The  following 
statements  will  shew  the  ditference  which  may  exist  between  vague 
professions  of  philanthropy  and  real  humanity. 
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37.  JiiCK,  a  Mal^ache  slave,  aged  about  32  years,  belonging  to  the 
Rev,  R.  E.  Jones,  residing  at  Terre  Rouge,  in  the  quarter  of  Pample- 
mousses,  appeared  at  the  office  on  the  10th  of  March,  1830,  and  stated, 
that  he  quilted  the  estate  of  his  roaster  this  morning,  to  complain  of  hav- 
ing been  flogged,  although  he  had  committed  no  offence.  He  had  been 
falsely  accused  to  his  master  of  having  stolen  a  dollar  from  a  negress, 
Marthe,  and  he,  without  making  further  inquiry  into  the  fact,  ordered 
U)e  driver,  Isidore,  who  himself  is  very  severe,  to  give  Jack  twenty-fivt 
stripes  of  a  cane  on  his  breech,  his  hands  and  feet  being  held  by  four 
slaves.  He,  as  well  as  the  other  slaves,  rise  at  half- past  three  in  tht 
morning,  to  work  in  the  garden,  cut  grass,  or  clean  the  cattle-yard, 
ceasing  at  six  in  the  evening.  He  has  not  a  sufficiency  of  food,  tht 
ration  being  less  than  a  pound  of  rice  and  one  manioc  a  day.  He  ix 
allowed  but  half  an  hour  for  breakfast  and  one  hour  for  dinner;  nei- 
ther has  he  Sunday  to  himself,  for  if  not  employed  with  the  cattle  he  \% 
out  with  his  master's  carriage.  His  wife,  Cecile,  was  flogged  with  t 
cane  by  order  of  his  master,  on  the  29th  of  December  last,  (six  days 
after  his  report  to  the  Protector,)  marks  of  which  punishment  Cecile 
still  bears.  The  certificate  of  Dr.  Hart  is,  that  having  examined  Jack, 
he  finds  both  sides  of  his  breech  considerably  swollen  and  painful, 
particularly  the  right  side,  from  whence  a  great  portion  of  the  skin  has 
been  removed.  Both  exhibit  marks  of  recent  punishment,  having  been 
flogged  with  a  rattan  this  morning  by  his  master;  and  he  cannot  sit 
down,  nor  bear  the  contact  of  his  clothes. 

The  further  evidence  taken  with  respect  to  this  complaint  elicited 
some  further  information  with  respect  to  Mauritius  slavery,  as  practi- 
cally exemplified  on  the  plantation  of  the  Rev.  R.  E.  Jones, — for  he 
has,  it  seems,  himself  a  plantation. 

"  Marthe,  a  Creole,  aged  1,5  years,  states,  that  on  Sunday  night  last 
she  slept  in  Jack's  hut,  and  that  in  the  morning  when  she  awoke  she 
found  a  dollar  missing;  that  Cecile  told  her.  Jack  had  taken  it;  but 
beyond  this  she  has  no  proof  of  his  guilt.  Declarant  works  on  t/ie  es- 
tate from  four  o'clock  in  the  morning  until  six  in  the  evening;  children 
like  herf^lf  have  one  pound  of  rice  per  diem  as  their  rations ;  while  the 
grown-up  slaves  have  the  same  quantity  of  rice,  and  one  manioc  ;  that 
their  '  brelo(jue' (the  interval  of  labour  so  called)  is  half  an  hour  for 
breakfast,  sometimes  two  and  sometimes  one  hour  for  dinner.  In  the 
Sunday  corvre  they  are  eojployed  fron»  four  until  ten  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  in  cleatung  the  premises,  and  cutting  grass  for  the  cattle. 
On  being  interrogated  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  female  slaves  of 
her  master  are  punished,  declarant  states,  that  about  two  months  past 
she  was  flogged  with  sevpral  stripes  of  a  cane  on  her  breech  by  the 
driver  Isidore,  by  order  of  her  master,  laid  on  the  ground  with  her 
hands  and  feet  held  by  Combo  and  Romeo  ;  this  punishment  was  in- 
flicted at  the  instigation  of  her  mistress,  who  charged  her  with  having 
stolen  a  rupee  found  in  her  possession,  although  the  same  had  been 
given  to  declarant  by  her  father  on  new-year's-day.  Declarant  saw 
another  negress,  named  Cecile,  flogged  in  the  same  manner  about  the 
middle  of  January  last,  bv  order  of  her  master,  who  was  present  at  the 
I'Unishmeut,  because  she  had  struck  a  child  called  Mathurine. 


.<04  Hrotcvtori'  of  Slaves  Reports — Munritius. 

"  '  I  certify,'  says  Dr.  Hart,  *  havins:  examined  Martha,  a  slave  be- 
lonj^tiij'  to  tlif!  Rev.  Robert  Jones,  and  find  she  has,  on  both  sides  of 
her  breech,  slii,rht  marks  of  punishment,  which  she  slates  were  indicted 
about  a  month  ago  ;   havinj^  been  Hogged  by  order  of  her  master.' 

*'  Cecile  was  then  examined ;  she  denies  leaving  ever  told  Martha 
that  Jack  had  stolen  her  dollar;  but  corroborates  all  else  deposed  by 
the  preceding  declarant,  with  reference  to  working  hours,  food,  and 
Sunday  corvee  ;  differing  only  in  slating,  that  the  slaves  have  regularly 
two  hours  allowed  for  dmner,  instead  of  sometimes  having  but  one,  as 
stated  by  Martha.  With  respect  to  the  corporal  punishment  said  to 
have  been  mHicted  upon  her,  she  states,  that  about  three  weeks  after 
newjfVear's-day,  she  received  from  the  slave  Trouporeau,  five  stripes  of 
a  cane  on  hor  breech,  by  order  of  her  master,  her  hands  and  feet  being 
held  by  four  blacks,  because  she  gave  the  child  Mjthurine,  who  had  in- 
sulted her.  a  '  soutHet.'  Declarant  recollects  the  punisliment  indicted 
on  Martha,  which  was  similar  to  that  sutlered  by  herselt". 

"  Ihe  slaves  Bon  Miguel,  Troupereau,  Romeo,  Coutoubin,  and  Isidore 
the  driver,  corroborate  the  statement  of  Cecile,  with  rett-rence  to  food, 
iiours  of  work,  and  Sunday  corvee,  and  the  manner  in  which  female 
slaves  are  punished.  Troupereau  adds,  that  it  was  himself  who  indicted 
five  or  si.v  stripes  of  a  cune  on  Cecile,  in  the  manner  described,  and  by 
the  order  of  his  master.  Romeo  states,  that  he  was  present  at  the  pun- 
ishment of  both  negresses.  Coutoubin  was  present  at  the  punishment 
ol  Cecile;  and  Isidore  riogge4  Jack  by  his  master's  order,  and  also 
Martha. 

"Joseph  Romeo,  a  free  man,  overseer  of  the  blacks  belonging  to  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Jones,  was  then  examined.  He  states,  that  he  was  present  at 
I  he  punishment  of  Jack,  three  days  ago;  that  he  also  witnessed  that  of 
Martha,  about  a  month  past,  indicted  under  ihe  circumsi;<nci-s  stated 
by  die  other  declarants  ;  but,  with  respect  to  the  punishment  of  Cecile, 
he  knows  nothing. 

"  Result:  —With  respect  to  the  punishment  indicted  upon  the  slave 
Jack,  although  inflicted  with  some  severity,  there  has  been  no  other 
infringement  of  the  law  than  that  the  registration  of  it  in  the  Punish- 
ment Record  Book  does  not  contain  all  the  particulars  recjuired  by  the 
Ordinance,  No.  43  ;  a  more  correct  observance  of  whicli,  .^lr.  Jones  was 
recommended  to  adopt  for  the  future.  Upon  application  from  that 
gentleman  for  the  return  of  his  slave,  an  order  was  given  by  tlio  Pititec- 
tor  for  his  discharge  from  the  Civil  Ilospilul,  whiiher  he  hud  Im».ii  mut, 
III  consequence  of  the  certificate  of  the  exaiuiniiii;  surgeon. 

•'A  similar  recommendation  was  made  to  Mr.  Jones,  willt  lel.  i.mce 
to  the  otlier  charges  contained  in  .lack's  complaint ;  vi/.  Hr-*l,  ol  being 
over-worked ;  secondly,  of  insufficiency  of  food  ;  thirdly,  ol  want  of 
time  for  repose  and  meals;  fourthly,  of  being  employed '<"  •"'""''''^.V 
corvee  a  greater  lenijth  of  time  than  is  allowed  bv  law;"  tor  it  would 
seem,  that  this  cruel  and  impious  exaction  is  allowed  by  liw. 
•*  With  respect  to  the  fifth  charge,  that  corporal  punishment  ''"•'  ''♦'P'> 
indicted  upon  the  negresses  Cecile  and  Martha,  and  win' >•  '»  '"".V 
•^•stablished  bv  evidence,  the  Prelector  denounced  the  infra<  •'""  '"  die 
first  ra^e,  to  the  a'ting  Collector  of  Customs,  to  be  dealt  ^"'''  "•  ^^ 
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might  think  proper,  CecUe  being  a  government  apprentice,  and  there- 
fore under  that  officer's  special  superintendance  ;  whilst  the  infraction 
of  the  Ordinance,  No. '43, 'in  the  case  of  Martha,  was  denounced  to 
the  Procureur  General  for  prosecution  accordingly ;  wherein  Mr. 
Jones,  allowing  judgment  to  go  by  default,  was  fined  m  the  penalty  of 
£20  sterling." 

"  I  shall  have  occasion,*'  says  Lord  Goderich  to  the  Governor,  "to 
address  you  in  a  eubsequent  despatch,  on  the  subject  of  the  complaints 
of  the  slaves  of  Ihe  Rev.  Mr.  Jones.  I  shall  only,  at  present,  express 
my  sincere  r^et  that  any  clergyman  should  have  laid  himself  open 
to  such  charges,  more  especially  in  a  community  like  that  of  the  Mauri- 
tius, where  so  much  influence  must  naturally  attach  to  the  conduct  of 
a  minister  of  religion,  placed  in  the  situation  occupied  by  Mr.  Jones." 

It  is  now  explained  how  Mr.  Jones,  Captain  Dick,  and  others,  them- 
selves slave-holders,  were  led  to  come  forv.ard  in  favour  of  tlie  treat- 
ment of  the  slaves  on  Bel  Ombre,  and  in  the  Mauritius  generally. 

38,  It  will  be  recollected,  that  in  the  year  ]8'21,  when  certain  cruel- 
ties were  asserted  to  have  been  committed  on  Bel  Ombre,  the  managing 
co-partner  in  that  estate  was  a  Mr.  Blancard,  (see  Vol.  II.  No.  44.) 
This  name  recurs  in  the  present  Report.  On  the  23rd  of  February 
1830,  Adonis,  (No.  35,  p.  266,)  complains  that  his  present  masters, 
Messrs.  Blancard  and  Thcvenin,  of  Riviere  du  Rempart,  do  not  allow 
him  sufficient  food ;  that  he  has  no  intfrvals  for  meals ;  that  with  the 
other  slaves  he  is  called  to  work,  at  four  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and 
does  not  leave  off  until  from  seven  to  eight  o'clock  in  the  evening;  that 
the  Sunday  corvee  lasts  till  ten  or  eleven  o'clock,  and  is  used  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  sugar  to  dry,  after  which,  there  is  a  Sunday  evening 
corvee;  that  although  unwell,  complainant  is  compelled  to  work  like 
the  healthy  blacks,  and  is  often  beaten  by  Auguste,  Bazile,  and  by  a 
free  man  named  Bonhomme ;  that  lately  a  slave  named  Baptiste,  of 
Mr.  Basset's,  hired  by  Thcvenin,  was  beaten  by  the  regisseur  named 
Hypolite,  with  a  stick  until  his  arm  swelled,  when,  instead  of  obtain- 
ing for  that  slave  medical  advice,  Tbevenin  put  him  into  the  stocks ; 
and  that  a  slave  naroed  Thomas  is  ofien  maltreated,  and  hishutvexa- 
tiously  searched  without  just  cause. 

*'  The  Sieur  Thevenin,  in  his  reply  to  tliis  charge,  swears,  that  the 
blacks  on  the  estate  receive  two  meals  of  boiltd  rice,  with  either  salt 
meat  or  brede,  (one  for  breakfast,  one  for  dinner,)  and  at  night  each 
receive  half  a  pound  of  rice  uncooked. 

"  On  being  asked  the  quantity  of  each  meal,  he  said,  the  quantity  is 
not  measured  nor  weighed,  but  each  slave  has  as  much  as  he  can  eat. 

"  Declarant  states,  that  his  slaves  rise  at  four  and  go  to  work  at 
five  o'clock,  and  continue  till  sun-set,  after  which  they  cut  each  a  bun- 
dle of  grass  and  bring  it  to  the  court;  that  the  Sunday  corvee  lasts  till 
eight  o'clock,  and  is  availed  of  for  pulling  sugar  out  to  dry ;  and  on 
beinff  told,  that  such  was  not  lawful,  answered,  he  did  it  in  order  to 
avail  himself  of  the  fine  weather;  that  complamants  statement  with 
respect  to  his  treatment  when  unwell,  is  very  idle  ;  that  at  present  there 
is  not  any  hospital  on  the  plantation,  but  declarant  intends  to  build 
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one;    and  that   the   rommandeur  sometimes   gives  complainant  a  few 
strokes  of  the  cane  when  he  is  lazy." 

Several  slaves  are  examined  whose  evidence  slightly  varies  in  some 
parts.  They  all  at^ree  however  that  the  Sunday  corvee  lasts,  at  least, 
from  four  to  eight  io  the  morning,  and  is  renewed  in  tlie  evening  for 
cutting  grass  :  a  part  of  the  Sunday  morning  being  employed  in  putting 
out  sugar  to  dry  in  the  sun.  As  to  food,  the  statements  vary  a  little, 
but  is  stated  generally  to  be  about  a  pound  and  a  half  of  boiled  rice  a 
day.  Thev  varv  also  as  to  the  precise  extent  of  the  abridgment  of  the 
hours  of  rest,  but  the  utmost  that  is  pretended  is  an  hour  and  a  half 
for  dinner,  and  forty-tive  minutes  for  breakfast,  instead  of  the  legal 
time  of  two  hours  for  the  former,  and  one  hour  for  the  latter.  As 
to  the  daily  period  of  labour  in  the  Held,  it  seems  to  be  agreed  that  it 
extends  from  four  in  the  morningf  till  sunset,  and  then,  that  they  must 
cut  and  bring  home  grass  for  the  horses  and  cattle.  They  complain 
much  of  the  ill-treatment  of  Thevenin  especially,  who  flogs  them  for 
the  most  tririmg  fault;  and,  if  they  complain  of  being  ill,  they  are  im- 
mediately put  in  the  stocks. 

The  Protector  having  duly  considered  this  complaint,  and  the  inves- 
tigation of  the  assistant  Protector  of  the  quarter,  is  of  opinion  that 
much  disorder  reigns  on  this  estate,  and  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Ordinance,  No.  43,  not  having  been  strictly  complied  with,  it  would  be 
his  duty  to  denounce  the  same  for  prosecution,  but  this  being  the  first 
complaint  from  this  estate,  which  has  but  recently  come  into  the 
hands  of  its  present  proprietors,  he  wishes  to  give  them  an  opportunity 
of  remedying  the  evils.  With  this  view  they  are  reprimanded,  and 
strictly  enjoined  to  be  more  circumspect  in  future. 

The  lenilv  of  the  Protector  in  this  instance  was  far  from  producing  its 
intended  effect,  for  on  the  17  th  of  March  following,  the  same  slave  Adoxis 
presented  himself  to  the  assistant  Protector  of  the  district,  to  complain 
"  of  being  contined  in  the  stocks  immediately  on  his  return  from  this 
office,  where  he  had  lodged  a  complaint  against  his  master;  (on  the '23d 
of  February  last,)  that,  before  being  put  into  the  stocks,  he  was  beaten 
widi  a  cord  by  the  Sieur  Blancard.  jun.,  who  asked  him  who  had  advised 
him  to  go  and  complain.  Since  that  time  he  has  been  contined,  without 
having  a  sutiiciency  of  food  allowed  him.  Jean  Louis  putcomplainant  into 
the  block,  by  order  of  his  voung  master,  and  the  Sieur  Th^venin  knew 
him  to  be  there,  because  he  came  into  the  hut,  and  gave  him  several 
stripes  of  a  cord  on  his  back.  These  blows  left  no  marks,  the  cord 
being  large,  and  therefore  only  causing  a  swelling.  All  the  blacks  on 
the  estate  know  him  to  have  been  so  contined,  particularly  Thomas, 
Jean  Louis,  Leveille  and  Hypolite.  Complainant  was  conHned  when 
the  assistant  Protector  inspected  the  slaves  of  the  estate,  and  was  only 
released  at  that  time  by  the  commandeur  Auguste,  for  the  purpose  of 
being  inspected.  He  escaped  by  the  assistance  of  his  comrade  Leveill^, 
and  would  have  destroyed  himself,  had  he  not  succeeded  in  getting  away, 
not  being  able  to  supjwrt  the  ill-treatment  to  which  he  is  exposed." 

The  slaves  named  by  Adonis,  confirm  his  testimony  ;  and  the  Sieur 
Thevenin  produced  twenty-one  other  slaves  in  his  defence,  bat  they  all 
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declared  the  complaint  of  Adonis  to  be  true.  He  was  punislied  for 
complaining  to  the  assistant  Protector.  They  are  all  ill  fed  on  the  estate. 
They  have  not  sufficient  time  for  repose,  and  are  ill  treated  by  M.  Th^- 
renin.  None  of  these  facts  are  rebutted.  The  decision  of  the  Protector 
is  thus  given,  but  the  case  has  not  yet  been  brought  to  trial. 

"  It  being  clearly  proved  that  the  punishment  inflicted  on  Adonis, 
was  in  opposition  to  an  injunction  from  the  assistant  Protector  of  the 
quarter,  who,  in  the  examination  of  a  previous  complaint  from  the  said 
slave,  found  sufficient  grounds  to  induce  him  to  issue  the  injunction  in 
question,  and  as  Messrs.  Blancard  and  Th^venm  have,  in  inflicting  this 
second  punishment,  as  well  as  in  not  registering  it,  contravened  the  law, 
the  Protector  denounced  the  parties  for  prosecution  accordingly." 

We  beg  our  readers  to  compare  the  proofs  above  exhibited  of  the 
actual  treatment  of  Mauritius  slaves  in  1830,  with  the  general  view 
given  by  us'of  that  treatment  in  our  second  volume,  p.  377.  We  cannot 
but  remark  their  precise  identity,  much  as  we  have  been  assailed  with 
calumny  for  having  published  it. 

39.  Maria  Louisa,  (No.  13,  p.  256,)  complained,  (13th  of  January 
1830,)  that  her  master,  M.  Nid,  of  Port  Louis,  refused  to  give  her  the 
medical  care  she  required.  She  is  obliged  to  work,  though  suffering 
much  pain  from  a  wound  in  her  foot,  caused  by  running  a  nail  into  it 
eight  months  ago.  She  has  received  s»*eral  kicks  and  slaps  from  her 
master  and  mistress  during  her  illness  ;  and  she  prefers  complaining  to 
remain  longer  in  such  misery.  The  surgeon  certifies  that  she  "  has 
elephantiasis  of  both  legs  with  extenshve  ulceration  of  right  little  toe, 
and  a  loss  of  its  phalanges,"  M.  Nid  as  usual  denied  the  charge  of 
ill-treatment,  and  declined  to  receive  the  negress  again  ;  "  but  on 
being  remonstrated  with  by  the  Protector,  he  agreed  to  receive  her  and 
to  treat  her  with  all  necessary  attention." — Not  a  very  hopeful  promise  ! 

40.  Romeo,  (No.  17,  p.  258,  22d  January,  1830,)  "  a  Mozambique 
slave,  aged  25,  complains  against  his  master,  M.  Gustave  Mayere,  of 
Port  Louis,  for  having  inflicted  upon  him  twenty-five  stripes  of  a  cane 
immediately  after  his  return  from  the  Police  prison,  where  he  had  al- 
ready undergone  confinement  and  corporal  punishment  for  the  offence 
of  marronage. 

"  The  fact  in  this  case  being  clearly  proved,  M.  Mayere  was  de- 
nounced for  an  infraction  of  the  Ordinance  51." 

41.  "Louise,  a  Creole  negress,  aged  25,  says,  that  her  master,  M. 
Lapihe,  caused  her  to  be  punished  with  twenty-five  stripes  of  a  mar- 
tinet, by  the  econome,  named  Francois,  on  her  return  from  marronage; 
that  she  is  often  beaten  by  her  master  and  mistress,  and  for  this  reason 
it  was  that  complainant  marooned. 

"  M.  Lapiere  admits  that  he  did  punish  Louise  with  nine  stripes  of 
the  martinet  on  her  return  from  marronage  on  the  19th  instant;  that 
he  was  ignorant  of  the  law  prohibiting  such  punishment,  and  did  not 
register  it,  thinking  himself  not  called  upon  to  do  so,  inasmuch  as  the 
number  of  lashes  inflicted  did  not  exceed  nine.  The  econome  and 
several  slaves  proved  the  punishment  to  have  been  inflicted,  and  that  it 
was  limited  to  nine  lashes.     M.  Lapiere  was  denounced  to  the  Pro- 
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cureur  General  for  prosecution  for  an  infraction  of  llie  Ordinance,  No. 
43,  and  also  tor  not  liavin^  kept  a  Kciister  of  Punishments.' 

42.  Henry,  (No.  'JO,  p.  "259, 'Jotli  January,  lS30,ja  slave  boy,  a^jed 
about  10  years,  has  been  sent  to  the  otlice  by  the  Chief  Commissary  ol 
Police,  with  chains  on  his  legs.  He  says,  that  his  master,  the  Sieur 
Franchin  Neptune,  of  Tamarius,  in  the  cjuarter  of  Kiviere  Noir,  directed 
the  slave  Prosper  to  put  those  chains  upon  him,  about  three  wttks 
past,  for  having  lost  a  small  barrel,  with  which  he  had  been  sent  tur 
water. 

"The  Sieur  Neptune  positively  denies  the  charge,  and  says,  Hiiinj 
is  an  exceedingly  bad  boy,  a  constant  thief  and  maroon.  Declarant  has 
not  kept  a  Register  Book  of  Punishment.  Prosper  (the  commandeur) 
also  denies  having  put  the  said  chains  on  complainant ;  and  Jean 
Pierre,  another  slave  of  Sieur  Neptune,  declares  the  same  thing. 

"  Result  : — Notwithstanding  the  contradiction  given  by  the  master 
and  his  slaves  to  the  declaration  of  Henry,  the  Protector  conceives  it 
his  dutv  to  denounce  the  parties  to  the  Procureur  General  for  a  contra- 
vention of  the  '2d  .Article  of  the  Ordinance,  No.  51,  in  having  put 
fetters  upon  a  slave  under  15  years  of  age.'' 

43.  "  On  the  12th  of  February,  a  band  of  nineteen  slaves,  male  and 
female,  appeared  before  the  Protector  from  M.  Lambert's  of  Rivit-re  du 
Rempart  estate,  to  complain  of  ill-treatment  received  from  M.  Collet., 
the  econome  of  the  estabhshment.  All  excepting  Paul  (a  domestic 
servant)  declare  that  they  have  not  a  sutlicit-ncy  of  food,  having  only 
two  maniocs  and  half  a  pound  of  rice  per  day  each  ;  that  they  have 
not  time  to  take  this  food,  being  allowed  half  an  hour  for  breakfast  and 
one  hour  for  dinner ;  that  on  Sunday  they  rise  at  day-light,  clean  the 
stables,  and  then  go  to  work  in  the  fields  until  nine  o'clock,  after  which 
they  each  bring  a  bundle  of  grass  and  then  a  bundle  of  cane  heads  for 
the  cattle,  thus  prolonging  their  hour  of  Sunday  labour  undl  eleven 
o'clock,  and  sometimes  even  later  ;  tliat  in  addition  to  this,  at  five  in  the 
evening  they  again  make  two  journeys  for  grass  for  the  cattle,  and  after 
that,  are  not  allowed  to  leave  the  court-yard  on  a  Sunday  ;  that  the 
muster  bell  is  rung  three  times  every  night  between  ten  and  one  o'clock; 
that  they  work  in  heavy  rains,  are  continually  struck  and  annoyed  by 
the  regisseur  with  a  '  martinet  en  peau;'  that  the  negress  Casy  was 
punished  some  time  past  with  a  nuniixir  of  stripes  on  the  shoulders,  tor 
having  bej^ged  pardon  ("or  her  son  while  he  was  under  the  same  descri[)- 
tion  of  punishment  ;  and  the  negress  Rosine  was  confined  in  the  stocks 
during  the  lime  she  was  with  child.  Complainants  did  not  know  they 
erred  in  leaving  tlie  estate  of  their  master  in  a  band,  or  they  would  not 
have  done  so;  tliey  fancied  the  complaint,  if  brought  before  the  Pro- 
tector by  one  or  two  slaves  only,  would  not  have  been  so  readily  be- 
lieved, as  if  they  all  appeared  to  attest  it. 

"  Com[)lainants  were  immediately  returned  to  the  estate  of  their  mas- 
ter, and  the  assistant  Protector  of  the  district  was  instructed  to  repair 
to  the  plantation,  and  there  make  a  full  and  minute  investigation  of  the 
circumstances  complained  of.  The  Result  was  as  follows  :  The  master 
was  reprimanded  for  the  nightly  musters,  and  cautioned  against  a  re- 
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tnirrence  of  a  cnstom  so  vexatious  to  the  slaves.  He  was  denounced 
ftw  prosecution  for  flogging  his  negress  Casy,  and  severely  reprimanded 
for  having  confined  Rosine  in  the  stocks  whilst  pregnant.  He  was  also 
admonished  for  exacting  two  corvees  on  Sunday,  one  only  being  per- 
mitted by  law."  (Is  it  permitted  by  law?)  "  With  respect  to  the  other 
points  of  the  complaint,  they  were  proved  to  be  false."  (p.  261.) 

"It  is  not  stated,"  observes  Lord  Goderich,  "in  this  case  why  the 
master  was  not  denounced  for  prosecution  for  exacting  a  double  corvee 
on  Sunday,  as  well  as  for  flogging  his  female  slave  Casy."  (p.  328.)  Is 
a  single  corvee  on  Sunday  then  legal,  and  what  is  a  single  corvee  ? 

44.  "Adeline,  a  child,  aged  about  9  ytars,  and  belonging  to  M. 
Gautier,  of  Port  Louis,  states,  that  she  marooned  on  the  day  before 
yesterday,  and  complains  that  her  master,  the  said  M.  Gautier,  beat  her 
on  Sunday  last  with  a  '  martinet  de  peau,'  for  not  having  well  cleaned 
tile  house ;  complainant  does  not  recollect  how  many  lashes  she  re- 
ceived, but  states,  that  she  was  beaten  in  the  presence  of  her  mistress, 
and  the  negresses  Adelaide  and  Adile;  complainant  further  states,  that 
she  has  no  other  clothes  than  what  she  now  appears  in. 

"  The  surgeon  certifies  havmg  examined  Adeline,  a  child  about  8 
years  old,  and  finds  she  has  on  her  shoulders  and  back  several  marks 
of  recent  punishment,  which  she  sUtes  were  caused  by  her  master 
having  flogged  her  with  a  '  martinet  en  peau,'  about  six  days  ago.  I  am 
of  opinion  that  her  punishment  was  severe,  and  more  than  a  child  of 
her  age  should  receive  ;  she  appears  also  badly  clothed. 

"  Result  ; — The  Protector  having  examined  this  complaint,  finds 
there  is  no  evidence  upon  which  to  bring  it  into  Court,  although  there 
is  no  doubt  of  the  child  having  been  beaten  severely  by  its  mother,  who 
admitted  the  fact,  stating  that  the  girl  is  an  incorrigible  thief,  and  diso- 
bedient to  the  last  degree;  and  also,  that  she  always  punishes  her  when 
in  fault,  either  of  her  own  accord  or  by  her  master's  orders.  She  was 
recommended  to  use  more  moderation  in  future  in  her  corrections,  and 
by  no  means  to  use  the  cat  for  that  purpose.  The  master  was  after- 
wards cited  to  come  to  the  office  to  take  cognizance  of  the  Protector's 
decision,  but  refused  to  do  so ;  and  after  allowing  a  reasonable  time  for 
that  purpose,  the  child  was  sent  back  to  him,  with  an  injunction  that 
she  was  not  to  be  punished  or  in  any  way  molested  for  having  brought 
this  complaint,  the  want  of  evidence  alone  being  the  cause  of  its  not 
being  denounced."  (p.  267.) 

Lord  Goderich  cannot  approve  of  this  decision.  "  I  am  not  aware," 
he  says,  "  on  what  ground  he  considered  himself  authorized  to  de- 
cide on  the  sufficiency  or  insufficiency  of  the  evidence,  which  was  a 
question  for  the  Court."     (p.  328.) 

45.  On  the  22nd  March  1830,  "  Jean  Francois,  a  Creoleslave  be- 
longing to  the  Sieur  Bruneau  Marquet  alias  Cottry*  of  Grand  Port, 
presented  himself  before  the  Assistant  Protector  of  that  quarter,  to  seek 
protection  from  the  ill  treatment  to  which  he  is  exposed.  Complainant 
states,  that  on  Sunday  last  he  was  sent  to  the  Sieur  Bignoux,  of  Plain 
Bois,  for  a  sack  of  maize;  that  not  finding  M.  Bignoux  at  home,   he 


*  See  vol.  ii.  p.  390. 
3  r 
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waited  until  about  nine  o'clock  in  the  morning,  when  compUinant  re- 
turued  without  having  fulfilled  the  object  of  his  commission  ;  that  hu 
master  seeing-  hinj  come  back  without  the  maize,  took  a  stick,  and  U-at 
him  with  fury,  whilst  complainant  in  vain  protested  his  innocence,  arwi 
bey;ged  mercy;  the  wife  of  the  Sieur  Bruneau  interfering  at  this  lime, 
mtreated  her  husband  not  to  give  way  to  passion  in  such  a  manner,  but 
to  direct  a  commandeur  to  punish  Jean  Francois,  if  he  had  committed  a 
lault  requiring  it.  To  this  remonstrance,  however,  he  was  equally  deaf, 
continuing  to  Ix-at  complainant  uutd  he  was  j)erfectly  exhausted,  and 
afterwards  repealing  ihe  punishment,  sometimes  with  a  stick,  and  some- 
times with  a  piece  of  rope;  swearing  at  the  same  time  that  he  would 
murder  complainant  with  his  own  hands.  Complainant  was  then  put 
into  the  stocks  by  his  master,  who  lied  his  hands  behind  him,  and  then 
fastened  them  lo  a  neighbouring  tree,  thus  placing  him  in  a  f>osition  so 
painful,  that  by  the  evening  he  could  no  longer  support  it.  AI.  Bruneau 
then  liberated  his  hands,  and  left  him  in  the  slocks,  under  the  charge 
of  Narcisse,  another  of  his  slaves;  but  this  latter  going  to  work  early 
on  the  followinLT  morning,  afforded  to  complainant  an  opportunity  lo 
escape.  He  further  slates,  that  whenever  any  poultry  happens  to  be 
missing  from  the  yard,  himself  and  comrades  are  obliged  to  work  all 
Sunday.  That  the  ordinary  corvee  on  that  day  lasts  until  nine  o'clock, 
and  that  in  the  afternoon  they  make  another  corvee,  in  order  to  supply 
the  cattle  with  grass.     The  medical  certificate  is  as  follows. 

'' '  Je,  soussinge,  chirurgien  du  Port  Sud  Est,  y  demeurant  a  Mahe- 
burg,  certitie  avoir,  sur  la  .requisition  de  M.  le  Commissaire  Civil  du 
quartier,  visile  le  noir  nomnie  Jean  Franf-ois,  qui  est  blesse  sur  ditfer- 
entcs  parties  du  corps,  tant  anterieiires  cjue  posterieures,  par  des  coups 
de  batons  et  de  cordes,  qui  ont  dechire  la  peau,  avec  contusion  dans 
plusieurs  points,  et  notammentsur  la  partie  anterieurede  IV-paule  droite 
et  posterieiire  des  deux  epaules,  et  superieure  de  I'epaule  gauche,  et  uq 
coup  violent,  avec  contusion,  sur  la  branche  et  I'arliculation  de  la  ma- 
choire  du  cole  gauche:  I'ensemble  de  ces  biessures  n'otfre  pas  de 
danger. 

"  '  Mahebourg,  le  22  Mars  1830.         (signe)     P'  B''  Jalabert."" 

Cottry  backed  by  some  of  his  slaves  denied  the  charge,  recriminated 
on  Francois,  charging  him  with  theft  and  drunkenness.  The  slaves  all 
said  they  had  not  seen  the  punishment,  but  had  heard  of  it,  and  all 
but  two  agreed  that  a  Sunday  corvee  is  exacted  of  them  in  the  after- 
noon also. 

"  Result  :  —  This  case  has  been  denounced  to  the  Procureur  Gene- 
ral for  prosecution,  as  an  infraction  of  the  iUth  Article  of  the  Ordinance, 
No.  43;  for  although  the  master  denies  the  charge  of  havin£r  exercised 
any  unusual  sevtruy  in  the  punishment  of  the  slave,  it  fully  appears, 
))y  the  Surgeon's  ccrtiticate,  that  great  violence  must  have  been  used  to 
cause  the  wounds  exhibited  on  the  person  of  complainant,  and  which, 
in  contradiction  to  the  assertion  of  the  master,  are  represented  as  having 
been  caused  by  blows  of  a  slick  as  well  as  of  a  cord.  The  blave  for 
several  days  after  his  appearance  before  the  assistant  Protector,  was  in 
a  state  of  such  suffering  as  to  render  him  incapable  of  being  removed  to 
Port  Louis ;  and  when  he  did  present  himself  at  the  Protector's  Office, 
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the  marks  described  by  the  examining  Surgeon,  were  still  apparent  on 
bis  person. 

"  With  respect  to  the  afternoon  corvee,  as  it  was  admitted  by  some 
and  denied  by  others  of  the  witnesses  examined,  the  master  was  in- 
structed as  to  the  work  permitted  by  law"  (is  it  so  ?) "  on  Sunday  morninp:, 
and  strongly  recommended  to  regulate  his  establishment  accordingly." 

Such  a  recommendation  is  feebleness  itself,  (p.  276.) 

46.  April  6th,  1830.  "Eight  slaves  belonging  to  M.  Mullet,  of 
Port  Louis,  and  -let  by  him  to  the  Sieur  Menaze  of  the  quarter  of  Flacq, 
complain  of  being:  deprived  of  their  hours  of  repose ;  and  state,  that 
no  sooner  have  they  commenced  their  meals,  than  they  are  again  called 
to  work  ;  that  they  are  only  allowed  three  mai.ioc  cakes  per  diem  each  ; 
that  they  are  obliged  to  work  in  the  rain,  and  when  ill,  are  sent  to  la- 
bour, under  a  threat  of  being  confined  in  chains,  if  they  refuse." 

The  charge  is  denied  by  the  accused,  who  brings  before  the  assistant 
Protector  a  number  of  slaves  to  confute  it,  by  whose  testimony,  he  is 
satisfied  the  complaint  of  the  eight  complainants  is  false,  and  proceeds 
from  laziness,  and  a  desire  to  avoid  their  work.  The  Protector  directed 
the  two  chiefs  of  the  band  to  be  punished  with  twenty  stripes  each,  the 
other  males  to  receive  ten  each,  and  the  women  to  be  confined  fifteen 
nights  and  on  Sundays,  (p.  280.) 

47.  April  8th,  1830.  "  Laurertt,*^  Creole  slave,  about  30,  com- 
plains that  his  master,  M.  Bestel,  of  the  quarter  of  Plaines  Wilhems, 
put  upon  him  the  collar  and  chain  which  he  (complainant)  now  wears, 
without  his  being  able  to  imagine  tlie  cause  of  such  punishment :  that 
his  master  returning  from  the  sauvanne  about  five  weeks  past,  and  find- 
ing that  the  slave  Bazille  had  marooned,  immediately  ordered  com- 
plainant and  his  comrade  Jacques  to  be  chained  together,  giving  as  a 
reason,  that  Bcizille  had  marooned,  and  he  had  no  doubt  but  they  would 
soon  do  the  same;  in  this  state  they  were  confined  at  night  in  the 
stocks,  and  obliged  to  work  on  Sunday ;  they  in  vain  remonstrated 
against  this  treatment.  Bazille,  however,  having  returned  from  marron- 
age,  they  again  requested  to  be  liberated,  and  were  a  second  time  sent 
away  without  being  heard,  upon  which  they  marooned,  and  having 
broken  their  chain  on  the  road,  complainant  came  direct  to  this  office 
to  make  the  present  statement.  That  part  of  the  chain  left  on  the 
person  of  complainant  was  found  to  weigh  seven  pounds  and  a  half. 

"  The  Sieur  Ferre,  rrgisseur  of  the  estate  of  M.  Bestel,  appeared'at 
the  assistant  Protector's  Office,  and  declared  his  entire  ignorance  of 
the  reason  for  which  complainants  were  confined  in  the  chain  described; 
it  was  by  M.  Bestel's  orders,  and  about  a  month  past,  that  this  punish- 
ment took  place ;  it  is  false,  however,  that  complainant  was  ever  con- 
fined in  the  stocks,  as  declared  by  him,  or  that  he  was  made  to  work  on 
Sunday  during  the  period  he  was  in  chains. 

"  Result  : — The  real  weight  of  the  chain  put  upon  this  black  could 
not  be  ascertained,  because,  by  his  own  statement,  it  appears  that  he 
and  another  slave  were  chained  together,  and  they  broke  the  chain,  but 
what  portion  of  it  remained  on  the  other  black  who  did  not  accompany 
Laurent  to  this  office  cannot  be  known,  and  therefore  it  is  impossible  to 
say  whether  the  master  has  committed  a  breach  of  the  law  or  not;  the 
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master  was,  however,  sent  for,  and,  in  addition  to  the  statement  given 
by  his  regisseur  in  the  answer  to  the  complaint,  he  admitted  that  he  did 
put  the  chain  upon  Laurent  and  his  comrade,  to  prevent  their  maroon- 
ing, which  they  are  in  constant  habit  of,  and  not  for  anv  crime  they  had 
committed.  The  Protector  could  only  reason  with  him  upon  the  iiijusiice 
of  putting  men  in  irons  under  a  suspicion  that  they  would  maroon  :  but 
he  failed  of  making  any  impression  upon  M.  Bestel,  who  declared  that 
he  should  continue  to  treat  all  his  maroon  slaves  in  the  same  way,  and 
that  there  was  no  law  to  prevent  it.  This  last  is  certainly  the  case, 
there  being  no  limits  to  the  time  an  owner  may  keep  his  slave  in  chains  ; 
the  man  was  therefore  returned  to  his  master."  (p.  '281.) 

"  I  trust,"  says  Lord  Goderich,  "  that  the  Order  in  Council  of  Feb. 
1830,  will  be  found  sufficient  to  prevent  such  a  practice;  but  if  not,  you 
will  not  hesitate  to  put  down  by  an  express  proclamation  so  unjust  a 
line  of  conduct  as  that  of  punishment  m  anlicipaUon  of  an  ofl'ence." 
(p.  3'28.) 

4S.  Frontin-  on  the  16lh  April,  1831,  (No.  66,  p.  284,)  stated  that 
he  had  been  suspended  by  his  arms  to  the  mast  of  a  boat,  and  put  in 
chains.  This  is  denied  by  the  master  and  crew,  who  affirm  he  was  only 
secured  from  marooning  or  doing  mischief  to  the  vessel,  being  a  bad 
and  desperate  character.  The  surgeon  however,  certifies  that  he '  has  at 
the  bend  of  both  arms,  above  the  elbows,  a  circular  mark  or  ulcer,  and 
one  also  at  the  wrist  of  the  same  description.'  The  Protector  pro- 
nounced the  complaint  false  and  malicious,  and  ordered  him  to  be 
punished  with  "25  stripes  on  his  master's  habitation.  And  yet,  says 
Lord  Goderich,  "  if  these  ulcers  resulted  from  the  tving  of  his  arms,  it 
is  clear  the  cords  must  have  been  so  tightened  as  to  cause  considerable 
pain,  and  that  the  punishment  must  have  been  of  a  cruel  oaiure." 
(p.  328.) 

49.  On  the  26th  of  April,  1)^30,  "  Desire,  a  Creole,  aged  24  years, 
appeared  at  this  office,  carrying  in  his  hand  irons,  which  he  stalts  he 
this  morning  removed  from  his  ancles,  and  havin^  on  his  neck  an  iron 
collar,  attached  to  a  heavy  weight  by  means  of  a  chain.  He  complain* 
of  these  being  put  upon  hira  by  his  master  M.  Vasseur,  of  Port  Louis, 
because  he  does  not  make  three  pair  of  ladies'  shoes  per  diem,  which  is 
impossible  for  him  to  do,  being  also  employed  as  cook,  and  often  in 
selling  milk.  These  chains  were  fixed  upon  complainant  about  twelve 
days  past. 

"  The  weight  of  the  chains  and  '  sabots'  were  found  to  exceed  that 
permitted  by  law.  the  former  bemg  9,  and  the  latter  4ilb8.  The  weight 
to  which  the  chain  was  attached  is  52lb6.,  it  was  used  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  complainant's  eacape  from  the  room  in  which  he  was  em- 
ployed, and  was  fixed  in  that  room." 

His  master,  as  usual,  denies  or  extenuates  aJL  The  resultis  that  "  from 
further  inquiry  made  by  the  Protector,  it  would  appear  that  the  slave  is 
a  worthless  marooning  character.  The  master  having,  however,  infringed 
the  law  regulating  the  weight  of  chains  in  such  cases,  has  been  denounced 
to  the  Procureur  General  for  prosecution  accordingly."  (p.  287.) 

50.  On  the  4th  of  May,  1830,  (No.  72,  p.  288,1  "  Clemevtine,  a 
Malgache  negress,  complains,  that  her  master,  the  Sieur  Sen^que,  of  the 
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qaarter  of  Gfand  Port,  immediately  after  the  death  of  his  late  concubine, 
cdwipelled  complaiTratit,  against  her  mclination,  to  live  with  him  in  adul- 
tery; partly  from  fear  of  bad  trcartment,  *nd  partly  by  being  forbidden  to 
see  her  husband  m  the  camp.  In  December  last,  she  discovered  that  the 
Sieur  Sen^qoe  bad  connexion  with  another  of  his  slaves  named  Z^Iine ; 
that  therefore  «*»e  availed  herself  of  this  opportunity  to  get  rid  of  her 
Blaster's  familiarities,  to  which  she  had  great  repugnanee,  and  to  rejoin 
her  former  hd^acrd ;  that  the  Sieur  Sen^que  seeing  this,  became  fo- 
fioBs,  so  as  to  strike  c^miplainant  with  his  fist,  and  cut  off  her  hair,  and 
then  put  her  m  the  stocks ;  and  a  little  time  after  he  shut  her  up  in 
prison,  oWiging  her  to  go  thither  by  Wows  of  a  branch;  complainant 
has  been  ever  since  December  thus  Confined,  except  when  sent  out 
em^r  escort,  te  make  tacois  sacks,  of  which  her  master  obliges  her  to 
complete  four  per  diem ;  that  she  has  for  some  time  expected  to  be 
released  from  this  durance,  btit  in  vain  ;  she  therefore  yesterday  escaped 
the  vigilance  of  her  guards,  and  went  to  the  assistant  Protector  to  com- 
plain. She  named  Martin,  Zirondeile,  Babet,  Grenade,  Samedr, 
Lafleur,  LeancJre,  Ladouceur  and  Hortense,  as  witnesses  to  the  truth 
of  all  she  stated." 

The  different  persons  here  named  confirm  the  mam  points  of  the 
complaint.  CUmentine  had  been  inn:onfinement  ever  sirwie  December, 
and  the  black  who  prepares  the  food  for  the  pigs  prepares  food  also  for 
Clementine.  Clementine  had  long  been  her  master's  concubine,  bat 
since  December  she  had  been  shut  up  in  prison  and  Ztlina  had  become 
his  concubine. 

"  The  Sieur  Seneque,  in  his  reply  to  this  complaint,  says,  that  Cle- 
mentine  does  not  speak  truth  when  she  stales  that  be  compelled  her  to 
live  with  him  after  the  death  of  her  mistress  (who  was  also  his  concu- 
bine), because  he  called  her  one  evening  to  a  place  behind  the  kitchen, 
and  said,  '  \  have  many  chiidren,  and  it  is  not  my  intention  to  lake 
into  keeping  a  free  woman ;  if  yoa  will  live  with  me,  I  will  take  care  of 
you,  and  give  you  all  that  you  may  Want  or  desire ;  and  if  you  should 
have  a  child  and  your  conduct  correct,  I  Will  rer>der  you  happy.' — To 
which  she  replied,  '  If,  for  some  time,  my  conduct  has  been  incorrect, 
it  was  for  the  sake  of  getting  soratething  to  support  myself;  but  if  you 
will  give  me  such  things  as  I  may  stand  in  need  of,  I  promise  you  to 
be  very  prudent  and  correct,  and  I  say  so  to  you  from  the  sincerity  of 
my  heart.'  Declarant  then  accuses  Clementine  of  having  stolen  certain 
linen  and  some  gold  rings,  belonging  to  one  of  his  family ;  attd  says, 
that  it  was  in  consequence  of  this  robbery  committed  by  an  inmate, 
who  ate  and  drank  at  his  table  (as  complainant  did)  that  he  thought  if 
right  to  punish  her  with  six  months'  confinement  in  an  airy  granary. 
Her  work  was  to  make  four  sacks  per  diem,  Sundays  excepted.  But  this 
task  however  she  never  completed;  nor  was  she  employed  in  any  manner 
whatever  during  a  whole  month,  when  she  complaioed  of  being-  unwell. 
She  had  double  rations  of  food,  and  that  always  ready  eooked.  Her 
declaration,  therefore,  with  respect  to  food  is  false,  as  it  ibu^t  also  be' 
evidently  made  to  appear  bv  her  personal  condition.  And  her  only 
object  m  making  this  complaint  is  revenge,  well  knowing  that  her  b«f 
conduct  will  prevent  he^  ever  returning  to  live  in  declarant's  house. 

3  r.  2 
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"  When  ihe  master's  letter  was  read,  .charging  Clenientirni  wiih 
havii)§^  stolen  linen  belonging  to  her  youti^  mistress,  she  replied,  that, 
in  fact,  sicIl  of  the  brutality  of  her  master,  .-^aused  by  his  new  ta>.(e  for 
Zeline,  she  frequently  secreted  herself,  bu5  never  for  more  thaai  two 
days;  that  with  regard  to  stealing  her  youu:^  mistress's  linen,  she  stat- 
ed, that  It  13  true  a  shift  of  her  young  misrrrss  was  found  in  her  Ikj<  ; 
but  that  the  shift  was  a  long  time  in  the  po*;<*ssion  of  Florine,  a  negress 
of  her  master's,  from  whom  she  received  it  m  pledge  for  payment  of  fifty 
sols,  which  she  had  lent  to  Florine;  thai  when  she  wished  to  prove 
this  fact  to  her  master,  by  appealing  to  Flor'.*?,  he  refused  to  allow  it. 

"  Result  : — From  the  minute  investig-jcion  made  into  this  case,  it 
appeared  that  the  Sieur  Sent-qud  had  conri&ed  the  negress  Clementine 
rather  from  a  motive  -of  resentment,  for  iimoditv  towards  him,  than  as 
a  punishment  of  the  theft  committed  :  and  as  the  explanation  he  has 
given  of  the  transaction,  only  shows  the  ^nvat  immorality  of  his  con- 
duct, even  in  the  midst  of  his  numerous  family,  the  Protector  felt  it  his 
duty  to  direct  the  assistant  Protector  of  the  quarter  to  impress  upon 
the  mind  of  the  Sieur  Sent-que,  the  highly  reprehensible  manner  in 
which  he  has  neglected  the  duties  of  a  master,  by  thus  demoralizing  his 
slaves,  and  setting  them  so  pernicious  an  example,  against  all  laws, 
human  and  divine. 

"  The  negress  was  returned  to  her  master,  who  was,  at  the  same  time, 
strictly  enjoined  not  to  molest  her  in  any  the  slightest  manner  for  the 
complaint  she  had  preferred  against  him." 

In  commenting  on  this  characteristic  transaction.  Lord  Goderich 
requires  the  Governor  "  to  transmit,  for  his  information,  a  copy  of  the 
law  which  gave  the  master  a  right  to  imprison  his  slave  for  an  indefinite 
length  of  time,  without  assigning  a  reason,  and  apparently  without  the 
sanction  of  a  magistrate."  (p.  329.) 

51. 'On  the  2ist  of  May,  1830,  (No.  73,  p.  290,)  '' Antoiue,  a 
Mozambique,  aged  37  years,  and  belonging-  to  the  Sieur  Castera,  of 
Flacq,  complains  of  being  obliged  to  work  on  Sundays  until  tliree  or 
four  o'clock,  p.  M.,  without  being  remunerated;  that  he  has  not  suffi- 
cient time  for  meals,  and  works  from  before  dav-light,  till  six  o'clock 
p.  ».,  and  is  then  obliged  to  cut  grass  uiitil  irun-fire  ;  that  for  the  hint 
month  complainant  and  his  comrades  have  l>een  oblio^ed  to  stay  all  day 
and  tnke  their  meals  on  the  spot  where  they  work,  though  not  far  from 
the  court ;  that  neither  he  nor  his  comrades  who  came  lately  here  to 
complain,  got  any  new  clothes  at  Christmas,  and  their  master  said,  they 
should  have  none,  because  they  earned  a  complaint  against  him ;  it  ii» 
now  cold  weather,  and  for  want  of  such  clothes  they  are  obliged  to 
cover  themselves  with  gunny  bags. 

"  The  Sieur  Castera  declares,  that  his  slaves  never  work  later  than 
nine  o'clock  a.  m.  on  Sunday  ;  that  they  have  sufficient  time  for  ni'  alu, 
as  the  time  is  regulated  by  the  commandeur  without  his  inlerfertnrft ; 
that  they  never  go  to  work  before  day-light,  and  quit  it  at  sun-set ;  that 
sometimes  (but  not  always,  as  Antoine  says),  and  when  they  work  n'af 
the  road  where  there  is  grass,  they  cut  and  bring  a  bundle  of  gran* 
each,  and  leave  it  in  the  cattle-yard  on  their  way  to  iheir  huts  ;  that 
they  are  kept  from  the  court-yard  all  day,  oyly  at  such  time  as  they 
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work  at '  Three  Islots,'  which  is  very  distant  from  the  plantation ;  they 
therefore  then  eat  upon  the  spot  where  they  work,  and  they  also  sleep 
there  in  sheds  Tiade  on  purpose  for  them,  and  that  this  has  been  the 
case  for  the  last  sixteen  days  ;  the  complaint  of  not  receiving  clothes, 
is  admitted  by  the  master,  but  he  qualifies  it,  by  stating  that  it  was  not 
with  the  intention  -of  depriving  them  of  the  clothes  altogether,  but 
merely  to  make  them  feel  his  displeasure,  and  the  difference  he  made 
between  his  slaves  of  good  conduct  and  themselves. 

"The  above  was  confirmed  by  the  testimony  of  the  rest  of  M.  Castera's 
slaves,  and  the  clothing  verified  by  the  assistant  Protector,  as  also  the 
good  condition  and  clothing  of  all  the  slaves. 

"Result: — Antoine  was  sentenced  to  sleep  seven  nights  in  the 
stocks  for  mingling  falsehood  with  his  complaint,  this  being  the  second 
time  he  has  done  so  ;  the  master  was  at  the  same  time  strongly  remon- 
strated with,  and  recommended  to  a  strict  observance  of  the  law  regu- 
lating the  hours  of  '  breloque,'  which,  in  the  evidence  before  the  Pro- 
tector, do  not  appear  to  be  regulated  upon  so  just  a  principle  towards 
the  slave  as  they  ought  to  be,  inasmuch  as  it  is  the  duty  of  the  master, 
and  not  of  the  commandeur,  to  see  that  the  time  accorded  by  law  is 
granted." 

On  this  occasion  Lord  Goderich  remark?,  "  I  have  read  this  decision 
with  serious  disapprobation.  That  the  slave  actually  had  cause  for 
complaint  is  admitted  in  the  '  Result'  of  the  Protector,  which  I  have 
quoted  above;  yet  in  spite  of  his  own  decision,  the  Protector  sentenced 
him  to  a  severe  punishment  for  aggravation.  If  the  slave  was  to  be 
punished  for  his  ofTence,  equal  justice  required  that  the  irregularities  of 
the  master  should  not  escape  with  impunity;  but  exaggeration  in  pre- 
ferring a  complaint  when  unaccompanied  by  malice,  is  an  offence  of  a 
venial  nature,  when  the  uneducated  state  of  the  complainant  is  taken 
into  consideration." 

52.  On  the  26th  of  May,  1830,  (No.  76.  p.  291.)  "  Adolphe,  a 
Malgache,  aged  about  34,  who  presented  himself  at  this  office  on  the 
3Ist  of  March,  complaining  of  ill  treatment  received  from  his  master 
the  Sieur  Itlaer,  of  the  quarter  of  Flacq,  now  states,  that  on  his  return 
from  hospital,  his  said  master,  after  threatening  him  with  punishment, 
tied  him  to  a  ladder,  and  there  kept  him  from  morning  until  noon, 
without,  however,  striking  him  ;  that  the  work  he  is  obliged  to  do  is 
too  severe  for  his  present  weak  state  of  body,  it  being  that  of  clearing 
away  underwood  on  the  estate ;  that  having  represented  this  to  his 
master,  he  was  desired  to  return  to  his  work  without  receiving  the 
slightest  commiseration  ;  declarant  left  the  estate  three  days  past,  and 
could  not  present  himself  earlier,  on  account  of  the  difficulty  he  ex- 
perienced in  walking. 

"  The  following  is  an  extract  from  the  Certificate  of  the  examining 
Surgeon: — '  Nous  avons  examine  et  avons  reconnu  et  constate  le 
nomme  Adolphe,  Malgache,  age  d'environ  34  ans,  etre  atteint  d'une 
fievre  hectique,  avec  ocdi  me  des  extremites  inferieures,  ce  qui  nous  le 
fail  juger  en  danger  ;  cet  ttat  exige  des  soins  prompts  et  assidus.  Nous 
n'avons  reconnu  aucunes  traces  de  corrections  recentes  sur  cet  individu, 
que  nous  avons  trouve  mal  vetu.' 
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^  CofsplaiuaiU  waj  irainediateJy  sent  lo  hospital  tor  medicdi  ireat- 
ntenl. 

"  On  the  saote  day  appeared  the  Sieur  Ithier,  declariog  that  Adolpk* 
had  inuiie  a  t'alse  statetiK'nL 

"  V'eiidredi,  auuthex  slave  beioDging  to  Sieur  Ithier,  declares,  that 
cotuplainanl  was  tied  to  the  ladder,  as  he  has  said,  but  it  w»8  onlv  Un 
ao  instaul,  in  order  to  frightcQ  him,  after  wluch  he  was  seat  lo  collect 
grass  ;  declarant  savs.  that  his  master  is  certamly  doi  a  kind  one;  but 
m  the  present  instance  Adolphe  lias  no  cause  whatever  of  coTnplajnt, 
for  he  IS  an  idle  slave,  always  unwillinp  to  do  his  duty,  and  much  gitea 
to  pilfering."     Yet  he  was  very  iH,  as  is  proved  by  the  surgeon. 

"  Resllt  : — In  tliis  cxunplaint  there  doe*  not  appear,"  says  the  Pro- 
tector, "  sufficient  proof  of  ill  treatment;  and  aa  there  is  an  action 
already  against  th«  inastt-T  toe  ill  treating  the  same  slave,  these  papers 
were  submitted  to  the  Substitatdi*  Procureur  General,  to  be  produced 
in  aggravation  of  damages,  but  he  did  not  think  theoi  necessary.'' 

53.  On  the  lllh  of  June,  l«30,  (No.  86,  p.  295.)  "  EoMoyD,  a 
MozaaiJ>ique  slave,  belonging  lo  the  Sieur  Dalais,  of  the  quarter  of 
Grand  Port,  complains  that  he  is  the  least  liked  of  all  the  slaves  by 
his  master  ;  that  the  slaves  all  work  on  Sundays,  without  being  remu- 
nerated; that  he  is  compelled  to  rise  at  midnight,  or  at  the  hrstcrownig 
of  the  cock,  to  work;  tliat  his  mistress  owes  him  l»H  dollars,  for  two 
pigs  he  sold  her  (having  sold  them  to  her  for  '20 h  dollars,  of  which  he 
has  received  only  4  dollars,)  which  she  refuses  to  pay,  under  pretext 
that  he  had  stolen  a  bottle  of  arrack. 

The  testimony  of  the  slaves  exeunined  on  this  charge  is  very  contra- 
dictory ;  but  Air.  Dalais  declared,  "  that  certainly  Edmond  was  less 
esteemed  by  him,  as  he  truly  said,  and  for  the  very  reason,  that  hi» 
conduct  was  very  bad  and  idle,  yet  he  had  the  same  pnvileees  as  his 
other  slaves,  to  rear  pis;s,  &c.  That  with  regard  to  Sunday-work,  h« 
obliged  those  to  do  such  work  who  had  been  idle,  and  had  not  finished 
their  task-work  ;  and  he  did  this  aa  a  punishment  rather  than  Ho^ 
them  ;  and  even  this  Sunday  work  is  newer  exacted  but  after  repeated 
acta  of  idleness."  » 

The  Protector  dismissed  the  complaint  as  ialsey  punishing  Edmond 
with  twelve  stripes  for  bringing  it. 

On  this  case  Lord  Goderich  observes  that  "  it  appears  that  the 
slaves  on  the  estate  to  which  he  (Edmond)  belongs,  are  worked  ch* 
Sunday,  when  they  have  been  idle  during  the  week  ;  this  is  stated  to 
have  been  adopted  as  a  punishment  instead,  of  flogging.  Desn-able, 
however,  as  it  may  be  to  avoid,  as  ouich  as  possible,  the  necessity  of 
corporal  chastisement,  it  is  quite  impossible  to  permit  the  adoption  of  a 
mode  of  puiiishment,  which  is  not  only  illegal,  but  which  gives  the 
master  a-direct  interest  in  the  punishment  of  hia  slave." 

Hi*  Lordship  thus  concludes  hia  observations  on  these  details. 

"  On  a  review  of  the  three  lleporls  from  the  Protector  of  Slaves  for 
.Mauritius,  on  which  1  have  had  occasion  to  animadvert  in  succeasioi' 
since  I  assumed  the  seaU  of  this  Department,  I  cannot  but  come  to  the 
conclusion,  that  His  Majesty's  intentions  in  favour  of  the  slave*,  have 
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been  most  imperfectly  carried  into  effect.  I  say  this  with  every  dispo- 
sition to  charge  upon  Mr.  Thomas  no  larger  share  of  the  responsibility 
for  their  defective  operatbn  than  what,  upon*  a  full  consideration  of 
the  difficult  circumstances  in  which  he  has  been  placed,  and  with  all 
allowances  for  the  novelty  and  unpopularity  of  bis  office,  may  be  found 
properly  to  belong  to  him.  The  law  which  he  has  had  to)  administer 
was  in  itaelf  imperfect.  The  enactment  of  the  Governor  in  Council, 
which  varied  in  so  many  essential  respects  from  the  model  which  had 
been  prescribed,  was  the  only  law  in  force  down  to  the  latest  period  to 
which  the  last  of  these  Reports  reaches.  And  although  I  hold  it  to  be 
the  duty  of  the  Protector  in  general  to  point  out  all  defects  of  the  law 
which  are  shown  m  the  course  of  its  operation,  and  respectfully  to  sub- 
mit to  the  Governor  the  measures  which  appear  to  him  to  be  necessary 
to  render  it  complete  and  effectual,  yet  this  was  a  duty  which  did  not 
devolve  upon  him  in  respect  of  omissions  and  qualifications  advisedly 
made  by  the  Governor,  when,  in  the  exercise  of  his  discretion,  dispen- 
sing with  a  strict  obedience  to  His  Majesty 'si  commands. 

"  The  Protector  is,  therefore,  wholly  irresponsible  for  defects  so 
arising :  and  in  regard  to  some  others,  he  has  not  failed  to  offer  proper:, 
suggestions  of  the  means  which  mip^ht  be  employed  to  cure  them.  I 
am  aware,  also,  that  tiie  Protector,  in  addition  to  the  necessary  diffi- 
culties of  his  situation,  has  met  with  obstructions  from  Law  officers  of 
the  Crown,  whose  duty  it  was  to  ha^^  assisted  him  to  the  best  of  their 
ability  ;  nor  (you  must  allow  me  to  add)  am  I  satisfied  that  your  own- 
authority  was  by  any  means  so  actively  and  decisively  used  as  it  might 
have  been,  to  correct  the  negligence  or  remove  the  opposition  of  others. 
The  Protector  thus  standing  alone,  and  with  no  other  assistance  than 
that  of  the  usual  magistracy,  for  the  investigation  of  cases  lying  beyond 
his  immediate  cognizance,  could  not  fairly  be  expected  to  succeed  in 
giving  complete  effect  to  the  law ;  and  1  am  willing  to  believe  that  the 
deficiencies  which,  thus  circumstanced,  he  has  evinced,  are  only  such 
as,  with  experience  and  due  assistance  and  support,  he  may  be  enabled 
in  future  to  supply.  But  I  cannot  too  earnestly  request  you  to  be 
aware  yourself,  and  to  impress  upon  him,  that  an  operation  of  the  Slave 
Law,  so  partial  and  feeble  as  that  which  these  Reports  exhibit,  if  in 
some  measure  excusable  hitherto,  could  not  longer  continue  without 
exciting  the  serious  displeasure  of  the  King's  Government.  The  opera- 
tion of  the  law  must  be  carefully  watched  with  reference  to  its  spirit 
and  purposes ;  and  whatever  obstacle  is  found  to  defeat  its  eflScacy, 
must  be  promptly  and  completely  removed.  I  must  request  you  to  let 
it  be  understood  by  all  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  and  other  public 
servants,  that  they  are  ex{)ected  to  give  their  cordial  support  to  the 
Protector ;  and  1,  on  my  part,  will  make  the  best  selection  in  my 
power  of  persons  to  act  as  his  assistants,  for  the  administration  of  the 
law  in  the  rural  districts. 

"  When  the  hands  of  the  Protector  shall  have  been  thus  strengthened, 
and  when  he  shall  have  had  from  you  the  active  support,  as  well  as 
the  sedulous  superintendence,  which  I  trust  that  you  will  see  the  neces- 
sity of  affording,,!  shall  hope  to  receive  Reports  much  more  satisfac- 
tory than  those  which  it  has  lately  been  my  duty  to  examine.  But  I 
canuot  regard  the  Report  which  ha*  formed  the  subject  of  my  present 


418  Afaiinhu$ — Prottcuttont  of  y/ant^Tt. 

despatch,  otherwis«  than  as  a  rencueci  illiiitntlinn  of  (hr  nrn  — it» 
which  I  have  heretofore  |>ointe(l  out,  of  a  strict  nvision,  hy  Tourtclf.  of 
the  whole  of  the  Protector's  pr<x:eedirij^s,  ;md  esperullv  ni  that  porlion 
of  them  which  is  recorded  in  the  (  onipl.tint  iKxik." 

Here  then  we  close  these  frightful  dttaiU;  but  ran  w«»  rlov  thrm 
without  inviting-  our  readers  to  look,  bark  to  our  second  V'ohunr, 
No.  44,  for  the  picture  there  i^iven.of  the  Nei^ro  Slavery  existing  in  the 
Mauritius  ?  The  vocabulary  of  vituj>eration  was  nearly  exhausted  by 
Sir  Robert  Farijuhar,  Mr.  Irving',  and  Mr.  Hudson  (Jurnevin  the  Hou^e 
of  Commons,  and  by  Mr.  Telfair  and  his  scores  of  zealous  compur^tors 
in  the  Mauritius,  in  denouncing  that  picture  as  false  and  calumnious. 
But  is  not  the  truth  of  every  syllable  we  then  uttered,  in  the  way  of 
general  description,  substantiated  to  the  very  letter  in  the  details  now 
officially  given  to  Parliament  and  the  public?  And  is  there  a  single 
fact  we  have  adduced,  to  prove  either  the  cruelty  of  the  planters,  or  the 
iniquity  of  the  administration  of  the  slave  laws  in  1819,  1>^'20,  and 
1821,  which  does  not  find  its  parallel  and  therefore  its  complete  warrant 
and  justification  in  the  daily  scenes  exhibited  at  the  Protector's  Office, 
in  Port  Louis,  during  the  years  1829  and  1830?  We  were  threatened 
with  prosecution  by  the  assembled  body  of  Mauritius  planters,  and 
funds  were  raised  for  the  purpose.  We  smiled  at  the  threat;  nay,  we 
invoked  its  execution.  What  could  we  reijuire  more  ardently  than  the 
opportunity  of  establishing,  by  legal  testimony,  the  horrors  we  had  been 
constrained  to  denounce  as  exceeding  in  enormity  even  those  of  the 
Corders  and  Thurtells  of  England,  or  the  Burkes  of  Scotland?  And 
will  it  be  believed  in  after  ages;  nay,  will  it  be  believed  in  twenty  years 
from  this  lime,  that  such  things  could  have  been  perpetrated  in  any 
comer,  however  remote,  of  the  British  dominions,  and  under  the  eye  of 
British  Governors ;  and  that  those  who  attempted  to  expose  them  to 
the  indignation  of  Parliament  and  the  public,  and  to  invoke  the  interpo- 
sition of  British  power  and  justice,  for  the  protection  and  rescue  of 
these  otherwise  hopeless  and  helpless  victims  of  oppression,  should  have 
been  branded  in  the  British  House  of  Commons,  and  by  the  British  press, 
as  libellers  and  calumniators,  as  false  and  malignant,  as  the  enemies  of 
truth,  justice,  and  humanity  ?  Let  the  light  which  has  been  thus  shed 
on  their  conduct  and  motives,  only  serve  to  animate  them  to  further 
exertions  until  this  scourge,  which  afflicts  and  desolates  so  many  of 
the  fairest  portions  of  the  earth,  shall  have  received  its  final  and 
eternal  condemnation. 

5.  Prosecutions  for  breaches  of  the  Slave  Law. 
Of  the  2'22  cases  of  complaints  preferred  by  slaves  against  their 
masters,  seventy-two  only  had  been  sent  to  the  Procureur  General  for 
trial.  Of  these,  fifty-one  had  not  yet  been  brought  to  trial;  or  remained 
undecided,  notwithstanding  the  length  of  time  which  had  elapsed.  In 
one  case,  the  individual  accused  was  acquitted  ;  and,  in  the  other  twenty 
cases,  the  parlies  were  found  guilty,  but  in  almost  every  instance  were 
sentenced  to  the  very  mildest  penalties  which  the  law  admitted.  Lord 
Goderich  comments,  with  manifest  dissatisfaction,  on  this  misplaced 
lenity,  which  in  so  many  cases  led  the  Court  to  inHict  only  the  minimum 
penalty,  and  the  Procureur  General  to  acquiesce  without  appeal  in  sucK 
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a  course.  But  this  has  been  by  no  means  the  only  reprehensible  circum- 
stance in  the  conduct  of  this  public  functionary,  Mr.  Foisy,  and  his 
deputy  M.  Marcy,  who  have  seemed  much  less  anxious  to  aid  the 
Protector  by  their  counsel  and  authority,  than  to  throw  impediments  in 
bis  way.  His  Lordship  has  therefore  ordered  the  dismissal  from  office 
of  both  these  gentlemen,  their  places  to  be  supplied  by  men  more 
worthy  of  confidence. 

6.  Criminal  actions  against  Slaves. 
The  number  of  these  is  175,  but  the  account  of  them  is  very  im- 
perfect from  the  gross  neglect  of  the  Procureur  General,  in  not  giving  due 
notice  of  committal  and  trial  to  the  Protector.  Many  of  the  accused 
also  appear  to  have  been  kept  for  long  periods  in  gaol  without  being 
brought  to  trial. — It  is  difficult  to  judge  of  the  result  of  these  trials,  few 
particulars  being  given  and  no  part  of  the  evidence  being  detailed.  We 
meet,  however,  with  some  punishments  of  great  severity,  as  one,  two,  four, 
and  even  twelve  years  of  chains.  And  in  one  case,  a  negro  sentenced 
to  death  for  the  murder  of  a  negress,  has  his  punishment  commuted 
into  twenty  years  of  chains  "on  the  ground  of  insufficiency  of  proof 
of  premeditation."  If  so,  the  cripie  was  not  murder  at  all,  and  ought 
not  to  have  been  visited  as  such.  One  slave  was  arrested  in  Oct.  1829, 
tried  in  March,  1830,  and  acquitted;  and  yet  not  discharged  for  thirty- 
five  days  after, 

7.    General  Treatment. 

The  regulations  as  to  food,  clothings,  time  for  meals,  &c.,  as  appears 
by  the  statement  of  the  Protector,*and  indeed  as  might  be  inferred  from 
the  details  already  given,  it  is  to  be  feared,  are  deplorably  neglected. 
"  There  is  scarcely  a  complaint  made  by  the  slave  against  his  master, 
which  does  not  contain  a  charge  of  being  badly  fed."  The  Protector 
thinks  (but  we  believe  on  insufficient  data)  that  the  charge  is  false  in 
most  instances  of  this  kind ;  but  he  admits  that  in  all  suspicious  cases 
he  has  been  compelled,  from  the  difficulty  of  proof,  to  content  himself 
witli  admonishing  the  parties.  "  The  same  observation  applies  to  the 
time  allowed  for  meals."  "  With  respect  to  clothing,  it  is  generally 
bad,  and  if  the  planters  were  requested  to  give  their  slaves  a  shirt  and 
trowsers  once  a  year,"  (for  even  this  seems  too  much  for  a  Mauritius 
planter  to  give)  "  the  indecency  which  meets  the  eye  so  often,  might  pro- 
bably be  obviated."  "  They  also  complain  often  of  being  compelled  to 
work  on  Sundays  beyond  the  time  required  by  the  ordinance" — Why  is 
any  such  time  required?)  "  The  Protector  is  of  opinion  that  this  will 
continue  to  be  a  source  of  complaint  and  discontent,  unless  the  Sunday 
corvees"  (gathering  food  for  horses,  oxen,  &c.  and  cleaning  them)  "  be 
directed  to  be  performed  on  Saturday." 

It  seems  particularly  unfortunate  in  the  case  of  the  Mauritius,  that 
the  governors  who  have  been  successively  appointed  to  the  command  of 
that  island  since  the  period  of  its  capture,  with  the  exception  of  gene- 
rals Hall  and  Darling,  who  held  the  office  but  a  short  time,  have  ap- 
peared disposed  to  take  part  with  the  planters  against  the  slave.  We 
have  seen  the  conduct  pursued  by  Sir  Robert  Farquhar,  during  his  long 
administration,  (see  Nos.  42, 44,  49,  50,  &c.)  We  have  heard  Sir  Lowry 
Cole,  pleading  for  the  continuance  of  female  flogging,  and  sanctioning 
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the  uie  of  chains  by  prirate  authority ;  and  we  uow  have  Sir  Charl« 
Col.ille  pursuing,  in  some  respects,  a  similar  course;  enlargmg  to  nine 
the  lashes  a  master  may  summarily  inf'.  t  without  delay  ur  witness,  and 
permitting  the  use  of  the  whip  in  the  field.  Farther  proofs  of  a  similar 
spirit  occur  in  the  present  report.  The  Protector  had  pointed  out  to 
Sir  Charles  Colville  the  cruel  oppression  consequent  on  the  use  of  the 
iostruinent  oi'  punishment  called  the  "  bar  de  justice,"  described  above. 
In  communicating  the  observations  of  the  Protector  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  he  subjoins  this  remark,  (p.  5S.) 

"  I  doubt  if  the  bar  de  justice  is  as  objectionable  an  engine  of  pun- 
ishment as  the  Protector  imagines,  and  some  punishment  must  be 
retained  for  those  who  will  not  earn  their  master's  food  without  it." 
Their  master's  food  ! ! 

To  this  extraordinary  remark.  Lord  Goderich  replies  as  follows  : 

"  VVith  respect  to  the  instrument  of  punishment  called  the  '  bar  de  jus- 
tice,' if  the  terms  of  the  Order  in  Council  be  not  construed  to  extend  to  it, 
a  local  Ordinance  must  be  passed,  expressly  for  its  abolition.  I  have 
not  overlooked  the  doubts  which  you  express  of  the  impropriety  of  this 
mode  of  punishment,  but  I  am  unable  to  adopt  them.  The  Protector's 
objection  to  it,  that  it  may  be  continued  indefinitely,  without  occasion- 
ing the  master  any  loss  of  the  slave's  labour,  is,  in  my  opinion,  con- 
clusive. It  is  a  mode  of  punishment,  in  the  application  of  which,  it  is 
not  the  interest  of  the  master  to  be  merciful."  (p.  87.) 

Lord  Goderich  deems  it  necessary  further  to  admonish  Sir  Charles 
Colville,  ou  the  duties  of  his  high  and  responsible  office. 

"  I  cannot,"  he  says,  "  but  suppose  that  the  contents  of  the  Com- 
plaint Book  had  nearly  escaped  your  notice,  as  otherwise  many  of  the 
cases  which  it  contains,  must  have  extorted  from  yourself  the  serious 
attention  which  it  has  devolved  on  me  to  bestow  upon  them.  But  the 
revision  of  these  proceedings  is  au  important  function  of  your  govern- 
ment, and  it  is  obvious  that  that  which  is  finally  to  be  executed  by  me, 
must  be  too  late  to  retrieve  many  of  the  errors  which  might  not  be 
beyond  remedy  if  discovered  at  the  moment  and  on  the  spot."  (p.  89^.) 
Lord  Goderich  further  disallows  his  objections  to  the  immediate  in- 
stitution of  a  court  for  the  summary  recovery  of  debts  due  to  slaves,  on 
the  ground  that  the  inconvenience  arising  from  the  want  of  such  a 
tribunal  was  common  to  them  and  the  rest  of  the  population:  **  I  can- 
not imagine,"  says  his  Lordship,  "  that  the  rest  can  feel  it  in  an  equal 
degree  with  the  slaves."  "  Their  defenceless  condition  lays  them  pecu- 
liarly open  to  injustice  on  this  point,"  and  "  I  regret  you  did  not  act  on 
the  Protector's  sujjgestion.  You  will  take  forthwith  the  necessary  mea- 
sure for  the  erection  of  this  tribunal." 

We  now  close  these  disgusting  details,  furnished  to  His  Majesty'g 
Government  by  the  officers  whom  they  have  placed  as  Protectors  of  the 
•  laves  in  the  various  Crown  colonies.  And  what  a  picture  do  they  ex- 
hibit of  the  state  of  society  in  all  of  them ;  in  Demerara,  Berbioe, 
Trinidad,  St.  Lucia,  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  and  above  ail  in  the 
Mauritius!! 

ERRATUM. 
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